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Rules and Regulations 


Title 6—ECONOMIC 
STABILIZATION 

Chapter II—Pay Board 

PART 201—STABILIZATION OF 
WAGES AND SALARIES 

Productivity Incentive Programs 

On April 19, 1972, a notice of proposed 
rule making was published in the Fed¬ 
eral Register (37 F.R. 7715) to provide 
for the treatment of certain productivity 
incentive programs under the authority 
of the Economic Stabilization Act of 
1970, as amended (Public Law 92-210, 
85 Stat. 743), Executive Order No. 11640 
(37 F.R. 1213, January 27. 1972), as 
amended by Executive Order No. 11660 
(37 F.R. 6175, March 25, 1972), and 
Cost of Living Council Order No. 3 (36 
Fit. 20202, October 16, 1971, as 

amended). After consideration of all 
such relevant comments and suggestions 
that were submitted by interested per¬ 
sons, pertaining to the proposed rules, 
the amendment of the regulations as 
proposed is hereby adopted, as set forth 
below. 

Effective date. These amendments 
shall be effective on and after June 22, 
1972. 

George H. Boldt, 
Chairman of the Pay Board. 

Paragraph 1. Section 201.57 is amended 
by adding a new paragraph (J) to read 
as follows: 

§201.57 Exclusions from mlju*lmrnl 
computations. 

• • • • 1 • 

(J) Certain productivity incentive 
programs. Increases attributable to the 
operation of certain productivity incen¬ 
tive programs described in § 201.59. 

• • • • • 

Far. 2. A new § 201.59 is added im¬ 
mediately after § 201.58 to read as 
follows: 

§201.59 Productivity incentive pro¬ 
grams. 

(a) Existing productivity incentive 
Programs. A productivity incentive pro¬ 
gram (as defined in paragraph (d) of 
inis section) in existence, or proposed 
Ior installation and communicated to 
K^ ees ' pr * or to November 14, 1971, 
J^iil be allowed to operate according to 
m ki rms ' Thus » any increases attrib¬ 
utable to the operation of such a pro¬ 
gram may be excluded from adjustment 
Imputations pursuant to § 201.57(j). 
Ahis paragraph shall apply to productiv¬ 
ity incentive programs on either a plant- 
wide or less than plant-wide basis. In 
ne case of a substantial revision of such 
Program, the provisions of paragraph 


(b) or (c) of this section (whichever is 
applicable), shall apply. 

(b) New or revised productivity in¬ 
centive programs on a plant-wide basis. 
Increases attributable to the operation 
of a new or substantially revised existing 
plant-wide productivity incentive pro¬ 
gram (as defined in paragraph (d) of this 
section) may be excluded from adjust¬ 
ment computations pursuant to § 201.57 
(j) if— 

(1) Within 30 days of the installa¬ 
tion of such a program, or revision there¬ 
of, or within 30 days of June 22, 1972, 
whichever is later, the employer has filed 
with the Pay Board a certification of such 
installation or revision which shall in¬ 
clude a full description of the program 
and (if applicable) its revision, and 

(2) Increases under such program, or 
revisions thereof, actually reflect and 
are directly related to increaes in 
productivity. 

(c) New or revised productivity in¬ 
centive programs on less than a plant¬ 
wide basis. If, on less than a plant-wide 
basis, the installation of a new produc¬ 
tivity incentive program (as defined in 
paragraph (d) of this section) or the in¬ 
stallation of changes to an existing pro¬ 
ductivity incentive program which 
would substantially revise the terms of 
such program, would cause the annual 
aggregate wage and salary increase of 
an appropriate employee unit to exceed 
the maximum permissible annual ag¬ 
gregate. increases attributable to the op¬ 
eration of such program may be excluded 
from adjustment computations pursuant 
to § 201.57 (j): Provided. That increases 
under such program, or revisions thereof, 
actually reflect and are directly related 
to increases in productivity. Prior to the 
installation of such a program or the im¬ 
plementation of revisions thereto, or 
within 30 days of June 22, 1972, which¬ 
ever is later, the employer shall provide 
the Pay Board with a description of such 
program and shall certify to the Board 
that the program, or revisions thereto, 
will substantially meet criteria appro¬ 
priate for such plans or practices. Among 
the factors which may be considered are 
that the plan or practice— 

(1) Provides employees the expecta¬ 
tion of a level of earnings above base 
rates which will vary in relationship to 
changes in productivity, but which will 
not result in increased unit labor costs 
for the employer; 

(2) Is designed to provide earnings 
opportunities sufficient to motivate the 
participants; 

(3) Contains standards of perform¬ 
ance and provisions for revising such 
standards to reflect changes in equip¬ 
ment, methods, quality requirements and 
other factors related to the basis for 
standards development; 

(4) Contains guarantees of wages and 
earnings for such contingencies as down¬ 


time for reasons beyond the control of 
participants and for nonstandard work; 
and 

(5) Defines the employees included 
and their relationship to Increased 
productivity. 

(d) Productivity incentive program 
defined. For the purposes of this part, 
the term "productivity incentive pro¬ 
gram" means a plan or practice which 
establishes a formal system whereby, in 
accordance with predetermined for¬ 
mulas, wage and salary payments to an 
employee or a group of employees in¬ 
crease as the measured productivity of 
such employee or group increases; pro¬ 
vided, that where a single plan or prac¬ 
tice is plant-wide and includes all or 
substantially all of the employees in a 
plant or firm, payments may be based 
on the measured increase in productivity 
for such plant or firm as a whole. 

(e) Discontinuance. If a productivity 
incentive program is discontinued and 
such action results in an increase in 
wages and salaries to the employees af¬ 
fected, the employer shall certify to the 
Pay Board within 30 days of discontinu¬ 
ance that such action was taken in good 
faith and not for the purpose of cir¬ 
cumventing the intent of the economic 
stabilization program. 

(f) Variable compensation. Notwith¬ 
standing any other provision of this sec¬ 
tion, any plan or practice providing for 
the payment or award of "incentive com¬ 
pensation" as defined in § 201.72(e) of 
this part shall be governed by subpart D 
of this part. Plans or practices described 
in § 201.77 w’hich do not meet the defini¬ 
tion of productivity incentive programs 
(as defined in paragraph (d) of this sec¬ 
tion) are governed by subpart D of this 
part. 

Par. 3. Section 201.77(b) of this part 
is amended to read as follows and a new 
paragraph (c) is added: 

§ 201.77 Sales, commission, and produc¬ 
tion incentive plans or practices. 

• • • • • 

(b) Changes in method of calculating 
earnings. Except as provided in §§ 201.57 
<j) and 201.59 (with respect to certain 
productivity incentive programs), if any 
change in the method of calculating the 
earnings of any employee in a plan or 
practice unit under a plan or practice 
described in paragraph (a) of this sec¬ 
tion results in an increase in the aggre¬ 
gate amount of compensation of such 
plan or practice unit, the amount of such 
increase shall be deemed to be an in¬ 
crease in wages and salaries for the wage 
year earned with respect to the covered 
plan or practice unit. Such increase shall 
be apportioned to the appropriate em¬ 
ployee units of the employees partici¬ 
pating in the plan or practice unit. The 
amount of such increase which shall be 
apportioned to each such appropriate 
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employee unit shall be determined as 
follows: The number of employees in 
an appropriate employee unit who are 
participating in such a plan or practice 
unit multiplied by a fraction, the numer¬ 
ator of w f hich is the amount of the in¬ 
crease and the denominator of which is 
the number of employees in the plan or 
practice unit. 

(c) New productivity incentive plan 
or practice. Notwithstanding the provi¬ 
sions of this section and the provisions 
of §§ 201.78 and 201.79, any plan or prac¬ 
tice described in § 201.59 shall be gov¬ 
erned by the provisions of that section 
and shall be subject to the certification 
requirements set forth therein. 

§ 201.80 [Deleted] 

Par. 4. Section 201.80 is deleted. 

|FR Doc.72-9500 Piled 6-21-72;8:53 am] 


PART 205—PAY BOARD 
PROCEDURAL REGULATIONS 

On April 27, 1972, a notice of proposed 
rule making was published in the Federal 
Register (37 F.R. 8463). That notice pro¬ 
posed to revise and republish Part 205 (6 
CFR Part 205). Interested persons were 
given 10 days in which to submit written 
comments or suggestions. After consid¬ 
eration of all such comments and sug¬ 
gestions, the revision as previously pro¬ 
posed is hereby adopted with certain 
modifications made in §8 205.2 (definition 
of 4 ‘Pay Challenge”), 205.4(b) (filing of 
documents), 205.6 (a) and (e) (service). 
205.22 (where to file; also, see 205.36 and 
205.51). 205.28 (a) and (c) (decision 
by Board), 205.29(c) (further review), 
205.31 (c), (d), and (e) (initial action on 
requests for exception), 205.33 (c), (d), 
(e), and (f) (initial action on pay chal¬ 
lenges) . 205.34 (scope and review). 205.40 
(decision by Board on review), 205.41 (c), 
(d>, (e), and (f) (request for reconsid¬ 
eration), and 205.81(c)(2) (retroactive 
pay adjustment challenges; proceed¬ 
ings). 

Effective date. ThLs revision of Part 205 
is effective on June 22, 1972. 

Part 205 is revised and republished as 
set forth below. 

George H. Boldt, 
Chairman of the Pay Board. 

Subpart A—General 

Sec. 

205.1 Purpose and scope. 

205 2 Definitions. 

205.3 Representation. 

205.4 Piling of documents. 

205.5 Computation of time. 

205.6 Service. 

205.7 Extension of time. 

205.8 Subpen&s; witness fees. 

205.9 Consolidations. 

Subpart B—Appeals From Adverse Actions 

205.20 Purpose and scope. 

205.21 Who may appeal. 

205.22 Where to file appeal. 

205.23 When to file appeal. 

205 24 Contents. 

205.25 Screening of appeals. 

205.26 Obtaining record. 

205.27 Informal hearings. 

205.28 Decision by Board. 

205.29 Further review. 


RULES AND REGULATIONS 

Subpart C—Requests for Exceptions and Pay 
Challenges 

Sec. 

205.30 Purpose and scope. 

205.31 Initial action on requests for excep¬ 

tion. 

205.32 Application for leave to participate 

in pay challenge proceedings. 

205.33 Initial action on pay challenges. 

205.34 Scope of review. 

205.35 Who may request review. 

205.36 Where to file. 

205.37 When to file. 

205.38 Contents. 

205.39 Informal hearings. 

205.40 Decision by Board on review. 

205.41 Request for reconsideration. 

Subpart D—Petition and Comment on Rule Making 

205.50 Scope. 

205.51 Where to file. 

205.52 When to file. 

Subpart E—Formal Hearings 

205.60 Purpose and scope. 

205.61 Appointment of Hearing Officer. 

205.62 Notice of hearing. 

205.63 Powers and duties of the Hearing 

Officer. 

205.64 Record. 

Subpart F—Retroactive Pay Adjustments 

205.80 Purpose and scope. 

205.81 Retroactive pay adjustment chal¬ 

lenges; proceedings. 

205.82 Board decisions. 

Authority: The provisions of this Part 205 
are issued under the Economic Stabilization 
Act of 1970, as amended. Public Law 91-379, 84 
Stat. 799; Public Law 91-558, 84 Stat. 1468; 
Public Law 92-8. 85 Stat. 13; Public Law 92- 
15, 85 Stat. 38; Public Law 92-210, 85 Stat. 
743; Executive Order No. 11640 (37 F8. 1213, 
Jan. 27, 1972). as amended; Cost of Living 
Council Orders No. 3 (36 FJR. 20202, Oct. 16. 
1971) and No. 6 (37 F.R. 2727, Feb. 4, 1972). 

Subpart A —General 
§ 203.1 Purpose and scope. 

(a) This part establishes procedures 
for— 

(1) Appeals from adverse actions by 
the Internal Revenue Service; 

(2) Initial action on requests for ex¬ 
ceptions or pay challenges and review of 
denials of such requests or challenges, in 
whole or in part; 

(3) Petitions and comments on rule 
making; 

(4) Formal hearings on certain wage 
and salary increases; and 

(5) Initial action on retroactive pay 
adjustments and review of denials of 
such adjustments. 

(b) Pursuant to section 214(b) (3) of 
the Economic Stabilization Act of 1970, 
as amended, if any small business enter¬ 
prise files a request, challenge, applica¬ 
tion, or appeal under the provisions of 
this part, such request, challenge, appli¬ 
cation. or appeal will be accorded expedi¬ 
tious handling by affording it priority 
on the dockets maintained by the Board 
for the orderly conduct of its business. 

§ 203.2 Definitions. 

For purposes of this part— 

“Act” means the Economic Stabiliza¬ 
tion Act of 1970, as amended. 

“Adverse action” means an action by 
the Board or IRS denying the position, 
in whole or in part, of a party at interest 
(as defined by § 201.3 of this chapter) 


with respect to a pay adjustment, or an 
interpretation issued by IRS or ruling 
issued by the Office of the Chief Counsel 
for the Internal Revenue Service which 
is contrary to the position asserted by the 
person seeking the interpretation or 
ruling. 

“Board” means the Pay Board as es¬ 
tablished by Executive Order No. 11627, 
and as continued by Executive Order No. 
11640 and 11660, or its delegate. The term 
delegate, as here used, does not encom¬ 
pass IRS or the Office of the Chief Coun¬ 
sel for the Internal Revenue Service. 

“District Director” mean a district 
director of the IRS. 

“Exception” means an order issued by 
the Board or its delegate to a person as 
defined by § 201.3 of this chapter waiving 
requirements of a specific rule, regula¬ 
tion, or order issued pursuant to the Act. 

“Hearing Officer” means a person ap¬ 
pointed by the Board for purposes of 
conducting a hearing in accordance with 
Subparts B, C, E, and F of this part. 

“IRS” means the Internal Revenue 
Service. 

“Pay adjustment” means a change in 
wages or salaries. 

“Pay challenge” means an objection to 
an existing contract or pay practice pre¬ 
viously set forth in accordance with 
§ 201.14 of this chapter, filed by— 

(a) A party at interest as defined in 
§ 201.3 of this chapter; or 

(b) The Chairman, or two or more 
other members of the Board. 

“Person aggrieved” means: 

(a) In cases where the IRS or Board 
has denied the position, in whole or in 
part, of a party at interest (as defined 
by § 201.3 of this chapter) with respect 
to a pay adjustment, a person who is a 
party at interest; or 

(b) In cases in which the IRS has 
issued an interpretation or the Office of 
the Chief Counsel for the Internal Reve¬ 
nue Service has issued a ruling, a per¬ 
son who requested such interpretation or 
ruling and asserts a position contrary 
thereto. 

“Petition” means a written objection 
to or proposal for a published ruling or 
regulation promulgated by the Board. 

“Regulation” means a regulation is¬ 
sued by the Board which appears in 
Chapter H of Title 6. Code of Federal 
Regulations. 

§ 203.3 Representation. 

Representation by counsel or other in¬ 
dividuals under this part shall be m 
accordance with the rules governing au¬ 
thority to practice before IRS presenoea 
in § 401.702 of this title. The Board may 
permit any other individual to rep*®*®* 
any person when circumstances indicat 
that such representation is justified. 

§ 203.1 Filing of documents. 

(a) A document required to be 01^ 
directly with the Board under this chap¬ 
ter is considered filed when it has J*; 
received at the Pay Board offices. Doc- 
ments received after regular busmK* 
hours are deemed filed on the next reg 
lar business day. 

(b) An employer or employer associa¬ 
tion filing— 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 37, NO. 121—THURSDAY, JUNE 22, 1972 









RULES AND REGULATIONS 


12295 


(1) A request for an exception under 
§ 201.11 of this chapter, 

(2) A challenge, 

(3) A retroactive pay adjustment, 

(4) An appeal or request for review or 
reconsideration with respect to pay ad¬ 
justment, or 

(5) Briefs and other documents in 
support of his position with respect to 
subparagraphs (l)-(4) of this para¬ 
graph, 

shall at the same time serve copies of 
each such document on the collective 
bargaining agent, if any, of the affected 
employee unit. If any of the above docu¬ 
ments is filed by a collective bargaining 
agent, such collective bargaining agent 
must at the same time serve copies of 
each such document on the affected em¬ 
ployer or employer association. 

<c) A certificate of service or notifica¬ 
tion, as appropriate, shall accompany 
all such documents filed with the Board. 


§ 205.5 Computation of time. 

(a) In computing any period of time 
prescribed or allowed by this chapter for 
the performance of any act, the day of 
the act, event, or default or which the 
designated period of time begins to run 
will not be counted. 

<b) If the last day of the period falls 
or a Saturday, Sunday, or a Federal legal 
holiday, the period will be extended to 
the next day which is not a Saturday, 
Sunday, or Federal legal holiday. 

(c) If the period prescribed or allowed 
is 7 days or less, an intervening Satur¬ 
day, Sunday, or Federal legal holiday will 
not be counted. 

§ 205.6 Service. 


ta) All documents required to be 
served under this part are to be served 
Personally, by registered or certified mail, 
oy regular U.S. mail (this option avail¬ 
able only for service by the Board), 
or, where circumstances render such 
sopice impracticable, service will be 
effected as provided for by paragraph 
(e) °* this section or § 205.4 (b) and (c), 
as appropriate. 

B a P 61 * 5011 I s represented by a duly 
authorized representative, service on the 
presentative shall constitute service on 
the person. 


A certificate of service shall be 
served^ tbe Board * or each document 


by registered or certified 
mn ^ complete upon mailing. 

tp^«^^ enever Boat'd serves a de- 
or decision and order with 
son « a pay adjustment upon a per- 
°* such determination, or 
uecision and order will also be served 

such L person a «8rteved. If. however, 
sentLfpm 0 ? aggrieved is an unrepre- 
the ^ the Boar d will provide 

clTL?t r ^ such employee with a 
antUrdetermination, or decision 
ateiv nnHf' ® Uch empl °yer shall immedi- 
a^grievAr/* u u y empl °y ee wh ° is a person 
ment (^ T J i J£ e respect a pay adjust- 
determin^« 205,2) of the nature of the 
of decision and order and 

determin^! abllity for ^P^^ob of such 
or decision and order, 
^ble iules shall be established by 


the employer with respect to such 
inspections. 

§ 203.7 Extension of time. 

If an action is required to be taken 
within a prescribed time under this 
chapter, an extension of time will be 
granted only upon a showing of good 
cause. 

§ 205.3 Subpena*; witness fees. 

(a) The Chairman of the Board or 
his duly authorized agent may sign and 
issue subpenas. 

(b) A subpena may require the attend¬ 
ance of witnesses and the production of 
relevant papers, books, and documents 
in the possession or under the control of 
the person served. 

(c) A subpena may be served by any 
person who is not a party and not less 
than 18 years of age. 

(d) The original subpena bearing a 
certificate of service shall be filed with 
the issuing official. 

(e) A witness subpenaed by any party 
shall be paid the same fees and mileage 
as are paid witnesses in District Courts 
of the United States. 

§ 205.9 Consolidations. 

Upon the initiative of the Board, the 
Chairman of the Board, a Hearing Of¬ 
ficer, or in response to a party's motion, 
two or more appeals, requests for excep¬ 
tion. pay challenges or other cases which 
involve substantially the same parties 
or issues which are closely related, may 
be consolidated if it is found that 
such consolidation will expedite the 
proceedings. 

Subpart B—Appeals From Adverse 
Actions 

§ 205.2C Purposes and scope. 

(a) The purpose of this subpart is to 
establish the rules of practice of the 
Board which govern the conduct of its 
administrative review proceedings. 

(b) The Board has jurisdiction to con¬ 
sider and decide appeals from adverse 
actions by IRS and the Office of the 
Chief Counsel for the Internal Revenue 
Service. 

(c) The Board may review all relevant 
questions of law and fact. 

(d) Review will be limited to the evi¬ 
dence in the record before IRS or the 
Office of the Chief Counsel for the In¬ 
ternal Revenue Service at the time the 
adverse action was taken except as 
otherwise directed by the Board. 

(e) Determinations, decisions and 
other actions of the Board pursuant to 
§ § 205.25 through 205.28 will be rendered 
by the Chairman or his delegate unless 
the Pay Board or a panel of the Board 
directs otherwise. 

§ 205.21 Who may appeal. 

Any person aggrieved by an action of 
IRS or the Office of the Chief Counsel 
for the Internal Revenue Service taken 
or issued pursuant to Part 401 of this 
title, or in accordance with delegated 
authority, other than a person found by 
IRS to be in violation of the Act or Regu¬ 
lations, may file an appeal with the 
Board. 


§ 205.22 Where to file appeal. 

An appeal shall be filed with the Pay 
Board, 2025 M Street NW., Washington. 
DC 20508, and a copy of the appeal shall 
be sent to the official who issued the 
adverse action being appealed. At the 
same time, appellant shall serve copies 
of such appeal and supporting documents 
on the parties at interest as provided for 
in § 205.4 (b) and (c). 

§ 205.23 When io file appeal. 

Before filing an appeal with the Board, 
a recipient of an adverse action by a 
District Director must have exhausted 
his administrative remedies within IRS 
by filing a timely appeal within IRS as 
permitted by section 601 of Part 401. An 
appeal to the Board must be filed within 
30 days of service by IRS of the adverse 
action upon which the appeal is based. 

§ 205.24 Contents. 

An appeal may be accompanied by a 
brief and must include the name and 
address of the appellant (and of other 
parties at interest if the appeal is with 
respect to a pay adjustment), a clear 
designation that the document is an ap¬ 
peal to the Board, a copy of the adverse 
action appealed from, a concise state¬ 
ment of the facts and contentions, 
grounds for appeal, and the relief re¬ 
quested, and a certification that he has 
complied with §§ 205.22 and 205.23. 

§ 205.25 Screening of appeals. 

(a) The Board will determine whether 
an appeal makes a prima facie showing 
that the adverse action— 

(1) Was erroneous in fact or in law; or 

(2) In the case of a decision denying— 

(i) A Request for Exception, or 

(ii) A retroactive pay adjustment, 

was erroneous in fact or in law or ap¬ 
pears to be otherwise inequitable. 

(b) Where the Board determines that 
the appeal has failed to make a prima 
facie showing, the Board may summarily 
reject the appeal, serve a copy of its de¬ 
termination upon appellant, and advise 
him that he may request further review 
in accordance with § 205.29 if appropri¬ 
ate. If further review is not available 
under § 205.29, appellant will be advised 
that he may seek judicial review under 
the Act. If the determination is with re¬ 
spect to a pay adjustment, a copy of such 
determination will also be served on the 
other parties at interest in accordance 
with § 205.6(e). 

(c) Where the Board determines that 
the appellant has made a prima facie 
showing, it will proceed in accordance 
with the provisions of §§ 205.26 through 
205.28. 

§ 205.26 Obtaining record. 

(a) Upon receipt of a copy of an ap¬ 
peal, the office which took the adverse 
action on the subject of the appeal will 
forward to the Board its entire file on 
the matter. 

(b) This file, together with the appeal 
and briefs, if any, and any statement 
submitted by IRS will constitute the rec¬ 
ord on appeal. 


No. iai. 
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(c) The Board on its own motion may 
request any additional evidence it deems 
necessary. 

§ 205.27 Informal hearing*. 

(a) If the Board in its discretion 
deems that a hearing is advisable, it may 
direct that an informal hearing be held 
before the Board, its delegate, or a Hear¬ 
ing Officer. 

(b) The Board will notify the appel¬ 
lant and other parties, as appropriate, 
in writing, of the time and place of the 
hearing. 

(c) The appellant and other parties, 
as appropriate, may present oral argu¬ 
ment and submit such additional docu¬ 
mentary evidence as the Hearing Officer 
or the Board deems necessary to fully 
disclose the position of the party or 
parties. 

(d) If a Hearing Officer is used, he 
will conduct the hearing as expeditiously 
as possible in accordance with instruc¬ 
tions received from the Board. 

(e) Within 30 days after the close 
of the hearing, the Hearing Officer, if one 
is appointed, will submit a report to the 
Board and, if the Board so directs, a 
recommendation with respect to the ap¬ 
pellant’s request for relief. 

§ 205.28 Decision by Board. 

After receipt of an appeal and the IRS 
record (see § 205.26) or at the conclusion 
of a hearing, if a hearing has been pro¬ 
vided for— 

(a) The Board will issue a decision in 
writing and direct it and an appropriate 
order to the appellant; 

(b) A copy of the decision and order 
will be served upon the appropriate par¬ 
ties in accordance with § 205.6(e); and 

(c) If the decision denies the relief 
requested, in whole or in part, the de¬ 
cision will contain a statement of the 
grounds for denial unless the denial is 
self-explanatory or is affirming a prior 
denial. Any person aggrieved will be ad¬ 
vised that he may request further review 
in accordance with § 205.29 if appropri¬ 
ate. If further review is not available 
under § 205.29, appellant will be advised 
that he may seek judicial review under 
the Act. 

§ 205.29 Further review. 

(a) Any person aggrieved by a deter¬ 
mination under § 205.25(a) (2) or by 
the Board’s decision under 5 205.28, 
with respect to a pay adjustment, may 
request further review within 14 days 
of service of such determination or 
decision. Further review will not, how¬ 
ever. be granted unless three members 
of the full Board or a majority of a com¬ 
mittee or panel of the Board certify that 
such a review is appropriate. 

<b) If further review is denied, the 
Board will serve a copy of its determina¬ 
tion upon appellant, advise him that he 
has exhausted his administrative 
remedies and that he may seek judicial 
review under the Act. A copy of such de¬ 
termination will also be served on the 
other parties, as appropriate, in accord¬ 
ance with § 205.6(e), 


(c) If further review* is granted, the 
Board will so notify the appellant and 
other appropriate parties and proceed to 
render its decision on the record. Such 
record will consist of the request, any 
written submissions by the applicant and 
other parties at interest to IRS or the 
Office of Chief Counsel for the Internal 
Revenue Service prior to the IRS or Of¬ 
fice of Chief Counsel decision, any in¬ 
formation developed by IRS or the Office 
of Chief Counsel, ana all previous de¬ 
cisions or determinations made by IRS 
or Office of Chief Counsel, and the 
Board. No additional information docu¬ 
ments or other submission will be con¬ 
sidered unless relevant as determined by 
the Board, or submitted in response to 
a specific request by the Board. Notwith¬ 
standing the foregoing, the Board, in its 
discretion, may allow oral presentations 
or provide for hearings. 

(d) The Board will issue a decision 
in writing and direct it and an appro¬ 
priate order to the parties at interest. If 
the decision allows or denies the relief 
requested, in whole or in part, an ag¬ 
grieved party may seek judicial review 
under the Act. 

Subpart C—Requests for Exceptions 
and Pay Challenges 

§ 205.30 Purpose and scope. 

(a) The purpose of this subpart is to 
establish procedures for initial action by 
the Board on requests for exceptions or 
pay challenges and for review or recon¬ 
sideration, as appropriate, by the Board 
of denials of such requests or challenges. 

(b) This subpart shall not apply to 
those requests for exceptions or retroac¬ 
tive pay adjustments in which initial 
action is taken by IRS pursuant to au¬ 
thority delegated by the Board. In those 
cases on which initial action is taken by 
IRS, appeals from adverse actions may 
be filed with the Board in accordance 
with the regulations under Subpart B of 
this part. 

(c) In all cases under paragraph (a) 
or (b) of tliis section, filing and process¬ 
ing of— 

(1) Requests for exceptions shall be 
filed in accordance with the regulations 
issued under Subpart D of Part 401 of 
this title unless the Board directs 
otherwise. 

(2) Pay challenges to existing con¬ 
tracts and pay practices previously set 
forth by parties at interest shall be filed 
and processed in accordance with the 
regulations issued under Subpart E of 
Part 401 of this title unless the Board 
directs otherwise. 

(d) Determinations, decisions, and 
other actions of the Board pursuant to 
8§ 205.31 through 205.33 will be rendered 
by the Chairman or his delegate pur¬ 
suant to delegated authority or by the 
Pay Board or a panel of the Board. 

(e) If the initial decision of the Board 
is rendered by— 

(1) The Chairman or his delegate, re¬ 
quests for review will be considered by 
the Pay Board (or a panel of the Board) 
pursuant to §5 205.34 through 205.40, and 


(2) The Pay Board (or a panel of the 
Board), requests for reconsideration will 
be considered by the Pay Board (or a 
panel of the Board) pursuant to § 205 41 

§ 205.31 Initial action on requests for 
exception. 


(a) The Board in its discretion may 
invite the applicant, other parties at in¬ 
terest and other parties, if appropriate, 
to make an oral presentation, or provide 
for an informal hearing (pursuant to 
§ 205.39), or a formal hearing (pursuant 
to Subpart E of this part). 

(b) In general, the Board will render 
its decision on the record which will con¬ 
sist of the request, any written submis¬ 
sions by the applicant and other appro¬ 
priate parties to the IRS or the Board, if 
appropriate, at the time of the request 
and any information developed by the 
IRS. However, if a presentation or hear¬ 
ing is conducted in accordance with 
paragraph (a) of this section, the record 
will also contain an account of such pres¬ 
entation or hearing. The Board will de¬ 
termine whether such account will be in 
the form of a report, minutes, or 
transcript. 

(c) After considering the record the 
Board will issue a decision in writing and 
direct it and an appropriate order 
to the person filing the request for 
exception. 

(d) If the Board grants an exception, 
it will— 


(1) Serve upon the applicant, other 
parties to the proceedings, and any other 
person required to be served under $ 205.6 
(e) a copy of its decision and order, and 

(2) Allow any person aggrieved to re¬ 
quest review of the Board’s action pur¬ 
suant to §§ 205.34 through 205.40 or 
reconsideration pursuant to § 205.41, a5 
appropriate. 

(e) If the Board denies an exception, 
in whole or in part, it will— 

(1) Serve upon the applicant, other 
parties to the proceedings, and any other 
person required to be served under 
§ 205.6(e) a copy of its decision whicn 
will contain a statement of the grounds 
for denial unless the denial is sell' 
explanatory, and an appropriate orde 
and 

(2) Allow any person aggrieved to re* 
quest review of the Board’s action PW' 
suant to §§ 205.34 through 205.40 or re¬ 
consideration pursuant to § 205.41, 


appropriate. 

§ 205.32 Application for leave to P» rtirl ’ 
pate in pay challenge proceedings 

(a) Upon receipt of a pay challenge* 
the Board will notify the parties at» 
terest as defined in § 201.3 of this cn p 
ter that a pay challenge has been d* 
and that they may participate in or 
proceedings by submitting a brie 
other documentary evidence, or oi 
wise in accordance with § 205.33. 

(b) In addition, a person who is-- 
(1) An employer whose 

position in a labor market would D e 
versely affected if the challenge 
upheld, or 
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(2) An employee representative, or, in 
the absence of such representative, an 
employee whose bargaining position 
would be adversely affected if the chal¬ 
lenge were upheld, 

may make timely application to the 
Board for leave to participate in its pro¬ 
ceedings, such person shall state his 
name and address, identify the docket 
number of the challenge, if known, state 
specifically the manner in which he is 
Interested in the challenged adjustment, 
specify the relief sought, and sign the 
application for leave to participate. 

(c) Upon receipt of an application filed 
in accordance with paragraph (b) of this 
section, the Board will determine 
whether the applicant’s participation in 
the proceedings will contribute to the 
equitable disposition of the challenge. 

(d) If the applicant meets the re¬ 
quirement of paragraph (c) of this sec¬ 
tion, he will be granted leave to par¬ 
ticipate. In such case, the Board will no¬ 
tify the applicant in writing and afford 
him a reasonable opportunity to submit 
documentary evidence or briefs in sup¬ 
port of his position. 

(e) If the Board denies leave to par¬ 
ticipate in the proceedings, it will so no¬ 
tify the applicant in writing. 


§ 205.34 Scope of review. 

(a) The Board will review the ap¬ 
proval or the denial of a pay adjustment 
by the Chairman or his delegate if the re¬ 
quest for review makes a prima facie 
showing that— 

(1) The initial action was erroneous in 
fact or in law or 

(2) It appears to be otherwise inequi¬ 
table. 

(b) If the Board determines that the 
request for review failed to make a prima 
facie showing, the Board may summarily 
reject the request for review, notify the 
applicant and other parties at interest 
of its action, and advise the applicant 
that he has exhausted his administra¬ 
tive remedies and that he may seek ju¬ 
dicial review under the Act. 

(c) If the Board determines that the 
request for review has made a prima facie 
showing, it will proceed in accordance 
with the provisions of §§ 205.39 and 
205.40. 

§ 205.35 Who may request review. 

Any person aggrieved or other party 
to the initial proceedings conducted by 
the Chairman or his delegate may re¬ 
quest review by the Board. 

§ 205.36 Where lo file. 


§ 205.33 Initial action on pay challenges. 

(a) The Board in its discretion may 
allow an oral presentation, or provide 
for an informal hearing (pursuant to 
§ 205.39), or a formal hearing (pursuant 
to Subpart E of this part). 

(b) In general, the Board will render 
its decision on the record which will 
consist of the challenge, any informa¬ 
tion developed by IRS and other written 
submissions by the parties at interest 
and other persons granted leave to par¬ 
ticipate under § 205.32(d). However, if a 
presentation or hearing is conducted in 
accordance with paragraph (a) of this 
section, the record w’ill also contain an 
account of such presentation or hearing. 
The Board will determire whether such 
account will be in the form of a report, 
niinutes, or transcript. 

(c) After considering the record, the 
Board will issue a decision in writing and 
direct it and an appropriate order 
10 *Jje person filing the pay challenge. 

vd) Where the Board allows the chal¬ 
lenged pay adjustment to stand, it will 
serve upon each party to the proceedings 
a copy of its decision and order. 

<e) Where the Board denies a pay ad¬ 
justment, in whole or in part, it will 
serve upon each party at interest and 
otner parties to the proceedings a copy 
oyts decision and order. The decision 
^ ontaln a statement of the grounds 

Ivli mal unless the denial is self- 
explanatory. 

r A x n y Person aggrieved by a de- 
nf VS °* under paragraph (c) 

tirmu s ^ ct,ion m ay request reconsidera- 
££*7 the Board (or a panel of the 
SrS; Pursuant to § 205.41. Notwith- 
foregoing, failure to request 
nnt ^ lde ^ tion Pursuant to § 205.41 shall 
minl^H ltUte a fallure fo exhaust ad- 
B?i Wmedle8 for ™ses of 


A request for review shall be filed with 
the Pay Board, 2025 M Street NW., 
Washington, DC 20508. 

§ 205.37 When lo file. 

A request for review must be filed 
within 14 days of service of the decision 
allowing or denying the relief requested. 

§ 205.38 Contents. 

A request for review shall— 

(a) Be in writing and signed by the 
party requesting such review; 

(b) Be designated clearly as a request 
for review; 

(c) Include a copy of the adverse ac¬ 
tion from which review is requested; 

(d) Contain a concise statement of the 
grounds for review and the requested 
relief; 

and, such request may be accompanied 
by briefs. 

§ 205.39 Informal hearings. 

(a) If the Board in its discretion 
deems that a hearing is advisable, it may 
direct that an informal hearing be held 
before the Board, its delegate, or a Hear¬ 
ing Officer. 

(b) The Board will notify the parties 
at interest and other parties, as appro¬ 
priate, in writing, of the time and place 
of the hearing. 

(c) The appellant and other parties, 
as appropriate, may present oral argu¬ 
ment and submit such additional docu¬ 
mentary evidence as the Hearing Officer 
or the Board deems necessary to fully 
disclose the position of the party or 
parties. 

<d) If a Hearing Officer is used, he 
will conduct the hearing as expeditiously 
as possible in accordance with instruc¬ 
tions received from the Board. 

(e) Within 30 days after the close of 
the hearing, the Hearing Officer, if one is 


used, will submit a report to the Board, 
and, w r hen the Board so directs, a rec¬ 
ommendation with respect to the dispo¬ 
sition of the case. 

§ 205.40 Decision by Board on review. 

(a) The Board will issue a decision in 
writing and direct it and an appropriate 
order to the person requesting review. 

(b) A copy of the decision and order 
will be served upon the parties at 
interest and other parties to the 
proceedings. 

(c) If the decision denies the relief 
requested by any person aggrieved, in 
whole or in part, the decision will contain 
a statement of the grounds for denial 
unless the denial is self-explanatory or 
is affirming a prior denial. 

(d) Any person aggrieved may seek 
judicial review under the Act if the de¬ 
cision denies the relief requested. 

§ 205.41 Request for reconsideration. 

(a) Any person aggrieved or other 
party to the initial proceedings may re¬ 
quest the Board (or a panel of the 
Board) to reconsider its initial decision. 
Such a request must be filed with the 
Board within 14 days of service of the 
decision allowing or denying the relief 
requested. 

(b) A request for reconsideration shall 
be in writing, be signed by the party re¬ 
questing such reconsideration, be des¬ 
ignated clearly as a request for reconsid¬ 
eration, and contain a concise statement 
of the grounds for reconsideration in¬ 
cluding any errors of record. 

(c) The Board will reconsider its ini¬ 
tial action if the request for reconsidera¬ 
tion makes a prima facie showing that— 

(1) The initial action was erroneous 
in fact or in law, or 

(2) It appears to be otherwise 
inequitable. 

(d) If the Board determines that the 
request for reconsideration failed to 
make a prima facie showing, the Board 
may summarily reject the request for 
reconsideration, notify the applicant and 
other parties at interest of its action, 
and advise the applicant that he has 
exhausted his administrative remedies 
and that he may seek judicial review 
under the Act. 

(e) If the Board determines that the 
request for reconsideration has made a 
prima facie showing, it will proceed in 
accordance with paragraph (f) of this 
section. 

(f) After considering the record, the 
Board will issue a decision in writing 
and direct it and an appropriate order 
to the person requesting reconsideration. 
A copy of the decision and order will be 
served upon the parties at interest and 
other parties to the proceedings. If the 
decision denies the relief requested by 
any person aggrieved, in whole or in 
part, the decision will contain a state¬ 
ment of the grounds for denial unless 
the denial is self-explanatory or is af¬ 
firming a prior denial. Any person ag¬ 
grieved may seek judicial review under 
the Act if the decision denies the relief 
requested. 
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Subpart D—Petition and Comment on 
Rule Making 

§ 203.30 Scope. 

The Board shall afford any interested 
person the right to petition or comment 
on the issuance, amendment, or repeal 
of any ruling or regulation promulgated 
by the Board. 

§ 203.51 Where to file. 

Petitions or comments shall be filed 
with the Pay Board, 2025 M Street NW., 
Washington, DC 20508. 

§ 205.52 When to file. 

A petition or comment may be filed 
at any time. 

Subpart E—Formal Hearings 
§ 205.60 Purpose and scope. 

(a) To the maximum extent possible, 
the Board will conduct formal hearing 
for the purpose of hearing arguments 
or acquiring information bearing on a 
wage or salary increase or proposed wage 
or salary increase if such increase or 
proposed increase has or may have a sig¬ 
nificantly large impact upon the national 
economy. 

(b) A formal hearing held pursuant to 
this subpart will be open to the public, 
but such hearings may be closed to the 
public for the purpose of receiving infor¬ 
mation considered to be confidential 
under section 205 of the Act. 

§ 205.61 Appointment of Hearing Offi¬ 
cer. 

If a formal hearing is directed by the 
Board in accordance with § 205.60, a 
Hearing Officer may be appointed by the 
Board to preside over such hearing. 

§ 205.62 Notice of hearing. 

At the Board's discretion, notice will 
be published in the Fedetal Register of 
the nature, date, and time of the hearing 
and of the appointment of the Hearing 
Office if appropriate Thereafter, all 
documents and other papers shall be filed 
with the Hearing Officer, v>r in the 
absence of the appointment of a Hearing 
Officer, with the Executive Secretariat 
of the Board. 

§ 205.63 Powers and duties of the Hear¬ 
ing Officer. 

(a) In addition to any oth*r powers 
specified in this part, a Hearing Officer 
shall have the power: 

(1) To administer oaths and affirma¬ 
tions ; 

(2) To examine or cross-examine 
witnesses; 

(3) To issue subpenas authorized by 
the Act; 

(4) To rule upon offers of proof and 
receive evidence; 

(5) To regulate the course and con¬ 
duct of the hearing, including— 

(i) Continuing the hearing from day 
to day or adjourning it to a later date or 
different place by announcement thereof 
at the hearing or by other appropriate 
notice; 

(ii) Taking official notice of any mate¬ 
rial fact not appearing in evidence in the 
record; 


(iii) Excluding from the hearing per¬ 
sons who engage in misconduct; and 

(iv) Striking all related testimony of 
a witness who refuses to answer questions 
ruled to be proper; 

(6) To rule on motions and to dispose 
of procedural requests or similar matters; 
and 

(7) To issue recommendations and 
prepare orders. 

(b) The Hearing Officer will conduct 
the hearing as expeditiously as possible, 
in accordance with instructions received 
from the Board in each individual case. 
Within 30 days after the close of the 
hearing, he will transmit the record of 
the hearing together with his recom¬ 
mendations and proposed order, if any, 
to the Board. A copy of any such recom¬ 
mendation or proposed order will be 
served on the parties at interest and 
other parties to the proceedings. 

(c) The Hearing Officer's authority in 
each case will terminate upon transmit¬ 
ting the record of the hearing and his 
recommendation and proposed order, if 
any, to the Board. 

§ 205.64 Record. 

(a) The record of a formal hearing 
will consist of an account of the proceed¬ 
ings of such hearing and all documents 
and exhibits submitted during the 
course of such hearing. 

(b) The Board will determine whether 
the account of the hearing shall be in 
the form of a report, minutes or tran¬ 
script. If the hearing is conducted by a 
Hearing Officer, such determinations will 
be part of the instructions given to such 
Officer pursuant to § 205.63(b). 

(c) Copies of the account of the hear¬ 
ing may be obtained by any party upon 
payment of the fees fixed therefor, if 
any. 

Subpart F—Retroactive Pay 
Adjustments 

§ 205.80 Purpose and scope. 

(a) The purpose of this subpart is to 
establish procedures for initial action by 
the Board on requests for retroactive pay 
adjustments and for review or recon¬ 
sideration, as appropriate, by the Board 
(or a panel of the Board) of denials of 
such requests. 

(b) This subpart shall not apply to 
those requests for retroactive pay ad¬ 
justments in which initial action is taken 
by IRS pursuant to authority delegated 
by the Board. In those cases in which 
initial action is taken by IRS. appeals 
from adverse actions may be filed with 
the Board in accordance with the regula¬ 
tions under Subpart B of this part. 

(c) In all cases under paragraphs (a) 
and (b) of this section, requests for 
retroactive pay adjustments shall be filed 
with the Board or IRS as expressly pro¬ 
vided for by the substantive provision 
under which application is being made 
(see §§ 201.13 and 201.15 of this 
chapter)'. 

§ 205.81 Retroactive pay adjustment 
challenges; proceedings. 

(a) For purposes of this subpart, a 
challenge to a retroactive pay adjust¬ 


ment may be filed by a party at interest 
(as defined in § 201.3 of this chapter) or 
two or more members of the Board. Such 
challenge must be filed within 28 days 
of prenotification or within 28 days of 
providing any additional information 
requested by the Board. 

(b) Upon receipt of such a challenge, 
the Board will notify the parties at in¬ 
terest that a challenge to a retroactive 
pay adjustment has been filed and that 
they may participate in the proceedings 
by submitting a brief or other docu¬ 
mentary evidence, or otherwise if the 
Board so directs. 

(c) In addition, a person who is— 

(1) An employer whose competitive 
position in a labor market would be ad¬ 
versely affected if the challenge were up¬ 
held or 

(2) An employee-representative, or, in 
the absence of such representative, an 
employee whose bargaining position 
would be adversely affected if the chal¬ 
lenge were upheld, 

may make timely application to the 
Board for leave to participate in its pro¬ 
ceedings, such person shall state his 
name and address, identify the docket 
number of the challenge, if known, state 
specifically the manner in which he is 
interested in the challenged adjustment, 
specify the relief sought, and sign the 
application for leave to participate. 

(d) Upon receipt of an application 
filed in accordance with paragraph (c) 
of this section, the Board will determine 
whether the applicant’s participation in 
the proceedings will contribute to the 
equitable disposition of the challenge. 

(e) If the applicant meets the require¬ 
ment of paragraph (d) of this section, 
he will be granted leave to participate. 
In such case, the Board will notify the 
applicant in writing and afford him a 
reasonable opportunity to submit docu¬ 
mentary evidence or briefs in support of 
his position. 

§ 205.82 Board decisions. 

The procedural regulations contained 
in §§ 205.33 through 205.41 (relating to 
pay challenges) are generally adopted 
with respect to retroactive pay adjust¬ 
ments. 

(PR Doc.72-9501 Filed 0~21-72;8:53 W\ 


Title 7—AGRICULTURE 


Chapter III—Animal and Plant Hea t 
Inspection Service, Department o 
Agriculture 

PART 301—DOMESTIC QUARANTINE 


NOTICES 

Subpart—Gypsy Moth and Browntoil 
Moth 


Pursuant to sections 8 and 9o 
Plant Quarantine Act. as amended, a 
section 106 of the Federal Plant Pest, * 
(7 U.S.C. 161.162. 150 ee), Notice 
antlne No. 45 relating to the p’P® 5 ' 
and browntail moth and regulatio 
plemental to said quarantine 
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301.45, 301.45-1, 301.45-2, 301.45-3 et 
seq.), are hereby revised to read as 
follows: 

Quarantine and Regulations 

8€C> 

301.45 Quarantine; restriction on Inter¬ 
state movement of specified 
regulated articles. 

801.45- 1 Definitions. 

301.45- 2 Authorization to designate, and 

terminate designation of. regu¬ 
lated areas and suppressive or 
generally infested areas and 
hazardous mobile home parks 
and recreational sites; and to 
exempt articles from certifica¬ 
tion, permit, or other require¬ 
ments. 

301.45- 3 Conditions governing the Inter¬ 

state movement of regulated 
articles from quarantined 
States. 

301.45- 4 Issuance and cancellation of cer¬ 

tificates and permits. 

301.45- 5 Compliance agreement, and can¬ 

cellation thereof. 

301.45- 6 Assembly and inspection of regu¬ 

lated articles. 

301.45- 7 Attachment and disposition of 

certificates or permits. 

301.45- 8 Inspection and disposal of regu¬ 

lated articles and pests. 

301.45- 9 Movement of live gypsy moths 

and browntail moths. 

301.45- 10 Nonliability of the Department. 

Authority: The provisions of this subpart 
Issued under secs. 8, 9, 37 Stat. 318, as 
amended, sec. 106, 71 Stat. 33; 7 U.S.C. 161, 
162. 150ee; 29 P.R. 16210, as ameuded, 37 FJt. 
6327, 6506. 

§301.45 Quarantine; restriction on in¬ 
terstate movement of specified regu¬ 
lated articles. 

(a) Notice of quarantine. Pursuant to 
the provisions of sections 8 and 9 of the 
Plant Quarantine Act of August 20, 1912, 
as amended, and section 106 of the Fed¬ 
eral Plant Pest Act (7 U.S.C. 161, 162, 
150ee), the Secretary of Agriculture 
heretofore determined after public hear¬ 
ing that it was necessary to quarantine 
the States of Connecticut, Maine, Massa¬ 
chusetts, New Hampshire, New Jersey, 
New York, Pennsylvania, Rhode Island, 
and Vermont, in order to prevent the 
spread of the gypsy moth ( Porthetria 
dispar) , and the States of Maine, Massa¬ 
chusetts, and New Hampshire, to prevent 
the spread of browntail moth ( Nygmia 
Phaeorrhoea) , dangerous insects injuri¬ 
ous to forests and shade trees and not 
theretofore widely prevalent or distrib¬ 
uted within and throughout the United 
states, and accordingly quarantined 
said States. Pursuant to the said provi¬ 
sions and after public hearing the Secre- 
lary has now determined that it is neces¬ 
sary also to quarantine the States of 
Delaware and Maryland to prevent the 
spread of the gypsy moth. Under the 
authority of said provisions, the Secre¬ 
tary hereby quarantines the States of 
Delaware and Maryland, and continues 
cn e « ect * he Quarantine of the other 
penned States as aforesaid, with respect 
Ule interstate movement from the 
States °f the articles de¬ 
scribed m paragraph (b) of this section, 
^ues the regulations in this subpart 


governing such movement, and gives no¬ 
tice of said quarantine and regulations. 

(b) Quarantine restrictions on inter¬ 
state movement of specified regulated 
articles. No common carrier or other 
person shall move interstate from any 
quarantined States any of the following 
articles (defined in § 301.45-1 (s) as regu¬ 
lated articles), except in accordance with 
the conditions prescribed in this subpart: 

(1) Gypsy moth regulated articles: 

(1) Trees, shrubs with persistent 
woody stems, and parts of such trees and 
shrubs, except seeds, fruits and cones. 

(ii) Timber and timber products, in¬ 
cluding but not limited to lumber, planks, 
poles, logs, cordwood, and pulpw r ood. 

(iii) Mobile homes and recreational 
vehicles, and associated equipment, mov¬ 
ing from hazardous mobile home parks 
or recreational sites listed in § 301.45-2C. 

(iv) Stone and quarry products. 

(2) Browntail moth regulated articles: 

(i) Deciduous trees, and shrubs with 

persistent woody stems, and parts of 
such trees and shrubs, with leaves 
attached. 

(3) Any other products, articles, or 
means of conveyance, of any character 
whatsoever, not covered by subpara¬ 
graphs (1) and (2) of this paragraph, 
when it is determined by an inspector 
that they present a hazard of spread of 
the gypsy moth or brown tail moth and 
the person in possession thereof has been 
so notified. 

§ 301.45—1 Definitions. 

Terms used in the singular form in 
this subpart shall be deemed to import 
the plural, and vice versa, as the case 
may demand. The following terms, when 
used in this subpart shall be construed 
respectively to mean: 

(a) Associated equipment . Articles as¬ 
sociated with mobile homes and recrea¬ 
tional vehicles such as awnings, tents, 
outdoor furniture, trailer blocks, and 
trailer skirts. 

(b) Browntail moth. The live insect 
known as the browntail moth (Nygmia 
phaeorrhoea Donov.), in any stage of 
development. 

(c) Certificate. A document issued or 
authorized to be issued under this sub¬ 
part by an inspector to allow the inter¬ 
state movement of regulated articles to 
to any destination. 

(d) Compliance agreement. A written 
agreement between a person engaged in 
growing, handling, or moving regulated 
articles, and the Plant Protection and 
Quarantine Programs, wherein the for¬ 
mer agrees to comply with the require¬ 
ments of this subpart identified in the 
agreement by the inspector who executes 
the agreement on behalf of the Plant 
Protection and Quarantine Programs as 
applicable to the operations of such 
person. 

(e) Deputy Administrator. The Deputy 
Administrator of the Plant Protection 
and Quarantine Programs, Animal and 
Plant Health Inspection Service, U.S. 
Department of Agriculture, or any 
other officer or employee of said 
Service to whom authority to act in his 


stead has been or may hereafter be dele¬ 
gated. 

(f) Generally mfested area. Any part 
of a regulated area not designated as a 
suppressive area in accordance with 
§ 301.45-2. 

(g) Gypsy moth. The live insect known 
as the gypsy moth (Porthetria dispar L.) 
in any stage of development. 

(h) Hazardous mobile home parks or 
recreational sites. Any mobile home 
parks or recreational sites determined to 
be hazardous by the Deputy Administra¬ 
tor and so listed by him in § 301.45-2C. 

(i) Infestation. The presence of the 
gypsy moth or browntail moth or the ex¬ 
istence of circumstances that make it 
reasonable to believe that the gypsy 
moth or browntail moth is present. 

(j) Inspector. Any employee of the 
Plant Protection and Quarantine Pro¬ 
grams, Animal and Plant Health Inspec¬ 
tion Service, U.S. Department of Agri¬ 
culture, or other person, authorized by 
the Deputy Administrator to enforce the 
provisions of the quarantine and regula¬ 
tions in this subpart. 

(k) Interstate. From any State into 
or through any other State. 

(l) Limited permit . A document issued 
or authorized to be issued by an inspec¬ 
tor to allow the interstate movement of 
noncertiflable regulated articles to a 
specified destination for limited han¬ 
dling, utilization or processing or for 
treatment. 

(m) Mobile home; mobile home park. 
A mobile home is any highway vehicle 
designed to serve, when parked, as a 
semipermanent dwelling or place of busi¬ 
ness (in some cases as an office); Mo¬ 
bile home parks are any premises where 
any mobile home is located, whether such 
mobile home is occupied or not, and in¬ 
cluding mobile home sales or storage 
yards. 

(n) Moved (movement , move). 
Shipped, offered for shipment to a com¬ 
mon carrier, received for transportation 
or transported by a common earner, or 
carried, transported, moved, or allowed 
to be moved by any means. “Movement” 
and ‘'move” shall be construed accord¬ 
ingly. 

(o) Person. Any individual, corpora¬ 
tion, company, society, or association, 
or other organized group of any of the 
foregoing. 

(p) Plant Protection and Quarantine 
Programs. The organizational unit 
within the Animal and Plant Health In¬ 
spection Service delegated responsibility 
for enforcing provisions of the Plant 
Quarantine Act and Federal Plant Pest 
Act, and regulations promulgated there¬ 
under. 

(q) Regulated area. Any quarantined 
State, or any portion thereof, listed as a 
regulated area in § 301.45-2a or other¬ 
wise designated as a regulated area in 
accordance with § 301.45-2(a). 

(r) Recreational vehicles. Highway 
vehicles, including pickup truck campers, 
one-piece motor homes, and travel trail¬ 
ers, designed to serve as a temporary 
place of dwelling. 

(s) Regulated articles. Any articles as 
described in § 301.45(b). 
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(t) Restricted destination permit. A 
document issued or authorized to be is¬ 
sued by an inspector to allow the inter¬ 
state movement of regulated articles not 
certifiable under all applicable Federal 
domestic plant quarantines to a specified 
destination for other than scientific 
purposes. 

(u) Scientific permit. A document is¬ 
sued by the Deputy Administrator to al¬ 
low the interstate movement to a speci¬ 
fied destination of regulated articles for 
scientific purposes. 

(v) State. Any State, Territory, or 
District of the United States, including 
Puerto Rico. 

(w) Suppressive area. That portion of 
a regulated area where eradication of 
infestation is undertaken as an objective, 
as designated under § 301.45-2fa). 

<x) Treatment manual . The provi¬ 
sions currently contained in the “Manual 
of Administratively Authorized Proce¬ 
dures to be Used Under the Gypsy Moth 
and Browntail Moth Quarantine” and 
the “Fumigation Procedures Manual.” 1 

§ 301.45—2 Authorization to designate, 
and terminate designation of, regu¬ 
lated areas and suppressive or gen¬ 
erally infested areas and hazardous 
mobile home parks and recreational 
sites; and to exempt articles from 
certification, permit, or other re¬ 
quirements. 

(a) Regulated areas and suppressive 
or generally infested areas. The Deputy 
Administrator shall list as regulated 
areas, in a supplemental regulation des¬ 
ignated as § 301.45-2a, each quarantined 
State; or each portion thereof in which 
gypsy moth or browntail moth has been 
found or in which there is reason to be¬ 
lieve that gypsy moth or browntail moth 
is present, or which it is deemed neces¬ 
sary to regulate because of their proxim¬ 
ity to infestation or their inseparability 
for quarantine enforcement purposes 
from infested localities. The Deputy 
Administrator, in the supplemental reg¬ 
ulation, may divide any regulated area 
into a suppressive area or a generally 
infested area in accordance with the 
definitions thereof in § 301.45-1. Less 
than an entire quarantined State will be 
designated as a regulated area only if the 
Deputy Administrator is of the opinion 
that: 

<1) The State has adopted and is en¬ 
forcing a quarantine or regulation which 
imposes restrictions on the intrastate 
movement of the regulated articles which 
are substantially the same as those which 
are imposed with respect to the inter¬ 
state movement of such articles under 
this subpart; and 

(2) The designation of less than the 
entire State as a regulated area will 
otherwise be adequate to prevent the 
interstate spread of the gypsy moth and 
browntail moth. 


1 Pamphlets containing such provisions are 
available upon request to the Deputy Ad¬ 
ministrator, Plant Protection and Quaran¬ 
tine Programs, Animal and Plant Health In¬ 
spection Service, US. Department of Agri¬ 
culture, Washington, D.C. 20250, or from an 
Inspector. 
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(b) Temporary designation of regu¬ 
lated areas and suppressive or generally 
infested areas. The Deputy Adminis¬ 
trator or an authorized inspector may 
temporarily designate any other premises 
in a quarantined State as a regulated 
area and a suppressive or generally in¬ 
fested area, in accordance with the 
criteria specified in paragraph (a) of 
this section for listing such area, by serv¬ 
ing written notice thereof on the owner 
or person in possession of such premises, 
and thereafter the interstate movement 
of regulated articles from such premises 
by any person having notice of the desig¬ 
nation shall be subject to the applicable 
provisions of this subpart. As soon as 
practicable, such premises shall be added 
to the list in § 301.45-2a if a basis then 
exists for their designation; otherwise 
the designation shall be terminated by 
the Deputy Administrator or an author¬ 
ized inspector, and notice thereof shall 
be given to the owner or person in posses¬ 
sion of the premises. 

(c) Termination of designation as a 
regulated area and a suppressive or gen¬ 
erally infested area. The Deputy Ad¬ 
ministrator shall terminate the designa¬ 
tion provided for under paragraph (a) 
of this section of any area listed as a 
regulated area or suppressive or gen¬ 
erally infested area when he determines 
that such designation is no longer re¬ 
quired under the criteria specified in 
paragraph (a) of this section. 

(d) Exemption of articles from cer¬ 
tification, permit, or other requirements. 
The Deputy Administrator may, in a sup¬ 
plemental regulation designated as 
§ 301.45-2b, list regulated articles or 
movements of regulated articles which 
shall be exempt from the certification, 
permit, or other requirements of this sub- 
part under such conditions as he may 
prescribe, if he finds that facts exist as 
to the pest risk involved in the movement 
of such regulated articles which make it 
safe to so relieve such requirements. 

(e) List of hazardous mobile home 
parks or recreational sites. The Deputy 
Administrator shall list as hazardous in 
§ 301.45-2c any mobile home parks or 
recreational sites in a quarantined State 
in which gypsy moth has been found, 
or in which there is reason to believe 
that gypsy moth is present, or in which 
there is a risk of infestation of the gypsy 
moth because of the proximity to infesta¬ 
tion of the gypsy moth. 

§ 301.45—3 Conditions governing the in¬ 
terstate movement of regulated ar¬ 
ticles from quarantined States/ 

Any regulated articles may be moved 
interstate from any quarantined State 
under the following condiHons: 

(a) From any gypsy moth or brown¬ 
tail moth regulated area, with certificate 
or permit issued and attached in accord¬ 
ance with §§ 301.45-4 and 301.45-7 if 
moved: 

(1) From any gypsy moth or brown¬ 
tail moth regulated area into or through 


* Requirements under all other applicable 
Federal domestic plant quarantines must 
also be met. 


any point outside of the regulated areas; 
or 

(2) From any gypsy or browntail moth 
generally infested area into or through 
any gypsy moth or browntail suppressive 
area; or 

(3) From any gypsy moth or brown¬ 
tail moth suppressive area into or 
through any noncontiguous gypsy moth 
or browntail moth suppressive area; or 
from any gypsy moth suppressive area 
into or through any contiguous brown¬ 
tail moth suppressive area, or from any 
browntail moth suppressive area into or 
through any contiguous gypsy moth 
suppressive area; or 

(4) Between contiguous gypsy moth 
suppressive areas or between contiguous 
browntail moth suppressive areas when 
it is determined by an inspector that the 
regulated articles present a hazard of 
the spread of the gypsy moth or brown¬ 
tail moth and the person in possession 
thereof has been so notified; or 

(b) From any regulated area, without 
certificate or permit if moved: 

(1) Under the provisions of § 301.45- 
2b which exempts certain articles from 
certificate and permit requirements; or 

(2) From a gypsy moth generally in¬ 
fested area to a contiguous gypsy moth 
generally infested area; or 

(3) From a browntail moth generally 
infested area to a contiguous browntail 
moth generally infested area; or 

(4) From a gypsy moth suppressive 
area to a contiguous gypsy moth gener¬ 
ally infested area; or 

(5) From a browntail moth suppres¬ 
sive area to a contiguous browntail moth 
generally infested area; or 

(6) Between contiguous gypsy moth 
suppressive areas or between contiguous 
browntail moth suppressive areas unless 
the person in possession of the articles 
lias been notified by an inspector that a 
hazard of spread of the gypsy moth or 
browntail moth, respectively, exists; or 

(7) Through or reshipped from any 
regulated area if the articles originated 
outside of any regulated area and if the 
point of origin of the articles is clearly 
indicated, their identity has been main¬ 
tained and they have been safeguarded 
against infestation while in the regulated 
area in a manner satisfactory to the 
inspector; or 

(c) From any area outside the regu¬ 
lated areas. If moved: 

Cl) With a certificate or permit at¬ 
tached; or 

(2) Without a certificate or permit, if: 

(i) The regulated articles are exempt 
from certification and permit require¬ 
ments under the provisions of § 301.45- 
2b; or 

(ii) The point of origin of such move¬ 
ment is clearly indicated on the articles 
or shipping document which accompanies 
the articles and if the movement is not 
made through any regulated area. 

§ 301.45—4 Issuance and cancellation of 
certificates and permit*. 

(a) Certificates may be issued for 
regulated articles by an inspector if n 
determines that they are eligible for cer¬ 
tification for movement to any destma' 
tion under all Federal domestic pi*^ 
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quarantines applicable to such articles 
and: 

(1) Have originated in noninfested 
premises in a regulated area and have 
not been exposed to infestation while 
within the regulated areas; or 

(2) Upon examination, have been 
found to be free of infestation; or 

(3) Have been treated to destroy in¬ 
festation in accordance with the treat¬ 
ment manual; or 

(4) Have been grown, produced, 
manufactured, stored, or handled in such 
a manner that no infestation would be 
transmitted thereby. 

(b) Limited permits may be issued by 
an inspector to allow interstate move¬ 
ment of regulated articles not eligible for 
certification under this subpart, to spec¬ 
ified destinations for limited handling, 
utilization, or processing, or for treat¬ 
ment in accordance with the treatment 
manual, when, upon evaluation of the 
circumstances involved in each specific 
case, he determines that such movement 
will not result in the spread of the gypsy 
moth or browntail moth and require¬ 
ments of other applicable Federal domes¬ 
tic plant quarantines have been met. 

(c) Restricted destination permits 
may be issued by an inspector to allow 
the interstate movement (for other than 
scientific purposes) of regulated articles 
to any destination permitted under all 
applicable Federal domestic plant quar¬ 
antines if such articles are not eligible 
for certification under all such quaran¬ 
tines but would otherwise qualify for cer¬ 
tification under this subpart. 

<d) Scientific permits to allow the in¬ 
terstate movement of regulated articles 
may be issued by the Deputy Administra¬ 
tor under such conditions as may be pre¬ 
scribed in each specific case by the Dep¬ 
uty Administrator to prevent the spread 
of the gypsy moth and the browntail 
moth. 


(e) Certificate, limited permit, and re¬ 
stricted destination permit forms may be 
issued by an inspector to any person for 
use for subsequent shipments of reg¬ 
ulated articles provided such person is 
operating under a compliance agree¬ 
ment; and any such person may be au- 
tnonzed by an inspector to reproduce 
fonns on shipping containers or 
otherwise. Any such person may execute 
ana issue the certificate forms, or repro¬ 
ductions of such forms, for the interstate 
movement of regulated articles from the 
premises of such person identified in the 
ompiiance agreement if such person has 
reated such regulated articles to destroy 
mestation in accordance with the treat- 
manual * and if such regulated arti- 
are eligible for certification for 
p^ Vem , ent destination under all 

f* om estic Plant quarantines ap- 
i cable to such articles. Any such person 
f^I execute and issue the limited permit 
l°f re P r °ductions of such forms, for 
i-erstate movement of regulated articles 
destinations when the in- 
has made the determinations 
Anv c u Paragraph (b) of this section. 
thA* *2 person may execute and issue 
ne restricted destination permit forms, 

inu^ r< i <luctions of such forms, for thfi 
restate movement of regulated articles 


not eligible for certification under all 
Federal domestic plant quarantines ap¬ 
plicable to such articles, under the con¬ 
ditions specified in paragraph (c) of this 
section. 

(f) Any certificate or permit which 
has been issued or authorized may be 
withdrawn by the inspector or the Dep¬ 
uty Administrator if he determines that 
the holder thereof has not complied with 
any condition for the use of such docu¬ 
ment imposed by this subpart. Prior to 
such withdrawal, the holder of the cer¬ 
tificate or permit shall be notified of the 
proposed action and the reason therefor 
and afforded reasonable opportunity to 
present his views thereon. 

§ 301.45—5 Compliance agreement, and 
cancellation thereof. 

(a) Any person engaged in the busi¬ 
ness of growing, handling, or moving 
regulated articles may enter into a com¬ 
pliance agreement to facilitate the move¬ 
ment of such articles under this subpart. 
Compliance agreement forms may be ob¬ 
tained from the Deputy Administrator or 
an inspector. 

(b) Any compliance agreement may be 
canceled by the inspector who is super¬ 
vising its enforcement whenever he finds, 
after notice and reasonable opportunity 
to present views has been accorded to 
the other party thereto, that such other 
party has failed to comply with the con¬ 
ditions of the agreement. 

§ 301.45—6 Assembly and inspection of 
regulated articles. 

Persons (other than those authorized 
to use certificates, limited permits, or re¬ 
stricted destination permits, or reproduc¬ 
tions thereof, under § 301.45-4 (e)) who 
desire to move interstate regulated arti¬ 
cles which must be accompanied by a cer¬ 
tificate or permit shall, as far in advance 
as possible, request an inspector to ex¬ 
amine the articles prior to movement. 
Such articles shall be assembled at such 
points and in such manner as the inspec¬ 
tor designates to facilitate inspection. 

§ 301.45—7 Attachment and disposition 
of certificates and permits. 

(a) If a certificate or permit is re¬ 
quired for the interstate movement of 
regulated articles, the certificate or per¬ 
mit shall be securely attached to the out¬ 
side of the container in which such arti¬ 
cles are moved, except that, where the 
certificate or permit is attached to the 
waybill or other shipping document, and 
the regulated articles are adequately 
described on the certificate, permit, or 
shipping document, the attachment of 
the certificate or permit to each con¬ 
tainer of the articles is not required. 

(b) In all cases, certificates or permits 
shall be furnished by the carrier to the 
consignee at the destination of the 
shipment. 

§ 301.45-8 Inspection and disposal of 
regulated articles and pests. 

Any properly identified inspector is 
authorized to stop and inspect, and to 
seize, destroy, or otherwise dispose of, 
or require disposal of regulated articles 
and gypsy moths or browntail moths as 


provided in section 10 of the Plant Quar¬ 
antine Act (7 U.S.C. 164a) and section 
105 of the Federal Plant Pest Act (7 
U.S.C. 150dd) in accordance with in¬ 
structions issued by the Deputy Admin¬ 
istrator. 

§ 301.45—9 Movement of live gypsy 
moths and browntail moths. 

Regulations requiring a permit for. 
and otherwise governing the movement 
of live gypsy moths and browntail moths 
in interstate or foreign commerce are 
contained in the Federal Plant Pest Reg¬ 
ulations in Part 330 of this chapter. 
Applications for permits for the move¬ 
ment of the pest may be made to the 
Deputy Administrator. 

g 301.45—10 Nonliability of the Depart¬ 
ment. 

The U.S. Department of Agriculture 
disclaims liability for any costs incident 
to inspections or compliance with the 
provisions of the quarantine and regula¬ 
tions in this subpart, other than for the 
services of the inspector. 

Pursuant to a notice of hearing and 
rule making published in the Federal 
Recister on January 7, 1972 (37 F.R. 
217), a public hearing was held in Balti¬ 
more, Md., on February 8, 1972, regard¬ 
ing the necessity of quarantining the 
States of Alabama, Delaware. Florida. 
Maryland, North Carolina, Ohio, South 
Carolina, Virginia, Wisconsin, and the 
District of Columbia on account of the 
gypsy moth. After due consideration of 
all relevant matters presented at the 
hearing and in response to the notice, 
including the fact that gypsy moth egg 
masses were found in Delaware and 
Maryland but not in the District of Co¬ 
lumbia or the other States named, it 
has been decided to add only Delaware 
and Maryland to the list of States quar¬ 
antined because of gypsy moth. 

In addition, other substantive changes 
are as follows: 

The list of gypsy moth regulated arti¬ 
cles has been revised to add mobile homes 
and recreational vehicles, and associated 
equipment, if moved from designated 
hazardous mobile home parks or recrea¬ 
tional sites. Further, the revision specifi¬ 
cally authorizes the Deputy Adminis¬ 
trator to terminate the designation of 
regulated areas under specified criteria. 

Appropriate changes are also made to 
reflect the reorganization of the Animal 
and Plant Health Service. The responsi¬ 
bility for enforcement of Federal do¬ 
mestic plant quarantines has been trans¬ 
ferred from Animal and Plant Health 
Service to Animal and Plant Health In¬ 
spection Service. In addition, § 301.45-4 
was amended to restrict the issuance of 
certificates by a holder of a compliance 
agreement to the issuance of certifi¬ 
cates based on compliance with treat¬ 
ment and other requirements. Various 
other changes were also made. 

The revision of the quarantine makes 
more stringent gypsy moth requirements 
than presently applied and it should be 
made effective promptly in order to pre¬ 
vent the spread of the gypsy moth and 
to be of maximum benefit to the nonin¬ 
fested States. 
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Therefore, under the administrative 
procedure provisions of 5 U.S.C. 553, it 
is found upon good cause that further 
notice of rule making and other public 
procedures with respect to the revision 
are impracticable and unnecessary, and 
good cause is found for making the revi¬ 
sion effective less than 30 days after pub¬ 
lication in the Federal Register. This 
revision will become effective upon pub¬ 
lication in the Federal Register and 
shall supersede the quarantine and regu¬ 
lations contained in §§ 301.45, 301.45-1, 
301.45-2, and §§ 301.45-3 through 301.45- 
10. The provisions in § 301.45-2b remain 
in effect. The provisions of § 301.45-2a 
are being revised by a separate document. 

Done at Washington, D.C., this 10th 
day of June 1972. 

F. J. Mulhern, 
Administrator, Animal and 
Plant Health Inspection Service . 

[FR Doc.72-9447 Filed 6-21-72;8:52 am] 


PART 301—DOMESTIC QUARANTINE 
NOTICES 

Subpart—Gypsy Moth and Browntail 
Moth 

Regulated Areas 

Pursuant to the provisions of sections 8 
and 9 of the Plant Quarantine Act of 
August 20,1912, as amended, and section 
106 of the Federal Plant Pest Act (7 
U.S.C. 161, 162, 150ee>, and § 301.45-2 
of the Gypsy Moth and Browntail Moth 
Quarantine regulations, 7 CFR 301.45-2, 
as amended, a supplemental regulation 
designating regulated areas, 7 CFR 301.- 
45-2a, is hereby amended to read as 
follows: 

§ 301.45—2n Regulated ureas; suppres¬ 
sive and generally infested ureas. 

(a) The civil divisions and parts of 
civil divisions described below are desig¬ 
nated as gypsy moth regulated areas 
within the meaning of the provisions of 
this subpart, and such regulated areas 
are hereby divided into generally infested 
areas or suppressive areas as indicated 
below. 

Connecticut 

(1) Generally infested area. The entire 
State. 

(2) Suppressive area. None. 

Delaware 

(1) Generally infested area. 

New Castle County. The entire county. 

(2) Suppressive area . None. 

Maine 

(1) Generally infested area. 

Androscoggin County. The entire oounty. 

Cumberland County. The entire county. 

Franklin County. The towns of Avon, Ber¬ 
lin, Carthage, Chesterville, Crockertown. 
Dallas Plantation, Farmington, Freeman, 
Green vale. Industry, Jay, Jerusalem. King- 
field. Madrid, Mount Abraham. New Sharon. 
New Vineyard, Per kina. Phillips, R&ngeley 
Plantation. Reding ton, Salem. Sandy River 
Plantation, Strong. Temple, Washington, 
Weld, and Wilton, and Townships D and K 

Hancock County. All of the county except 
Plantations 3, 4. 35, and 41. 

Kennebec County. The entire county. 

Knox County. The entire county. 


Lincoln County. The entire county. 

Oxford County. All that part of the county 
lying south and southeast of, and Including, 
the towns of MagaUoway and Richardson- 
town. 

Penobscot County. The towns of Alton, 
Argyle, Bradford, Bradley, Carmel. Charles¬ 
ton, Clifton, Cor Inna, Corinth. Dexter. Dix- 
mont, Eddington, Edinburgh, Enfield. Etna. 
Exeter, Garland, Glenburn, Grand Falls 
Plantation, Greenbush, Greenfield. Hamp¬ 
den. Hermon, Holden. Howland, Hudson, 
Kenduskeag. La Grange, Levant, Lincoln, 
Lowell, Mettamiscontls, Maxfield, Milford, 
Newburgh, Newport, Orono, Orrington, Pas- 
sadumkeag, Plymouth, Stetson, Summit, and 
Veazie, and the cities of Bangor. Brewer, and 
Old Town. 

Piscataquis County. The towns of Abbott, 
Atkinson, Dover-Foxcroft, Guilford, Kings¬ 
bury Plantation, Medford, Milo, Omeville, 
Par km an, Sangerville, Sebec, and Wellington. 

Sagadahoc County. The entire county. 

Somerset County. All that part of the 
county lying south and southeast of, and 
Including Highland and Pleasant Ridge 
Plantations, towns of Moscow, and Mayfield 
Plantation. 

Waldo County. The entire oounty. 

Washington County. The towns of Bed- 
dlngton, Cherryfleld, Columbia, Deblois, Har¬ 
rington, Millbrldge, and Steuben, and Plan¬ 
tations 18 and 24. 

York County. The entire county. 

(2) Suppressive area. None. 

Maryland 

(1) Generally infested area. 

Cecil County. The entire county. 

Kent County. The entire oounty. 

(2) Suppressive area. None. 

Massachusetts 

(1) Generally infested area. The entire 
State. 

(2) Suppressive area. None. 

New Hampshire 

(1) Generally infested area. 

Belknap County. The entire county. 

Carroll County. The entire county. 

Cheshire County. The entire county. 

Coos County. All that part of the county 

lying south of, and Including, the towns 
of Stratford, Odell, Dummer, and Cambridge. 

Grafton County. The entire county. 

Hillsboro County. The entire county. 

Merrimack County. The entire county. 

Rockingham County. The entire county. 

Strafford County. The entire county. 

Sullivan County. The entire county. 

(2) Suppressive area. None. 

New Jersey 

(1) Generally infested area. The entire 
State. 

(2) Suppressive area. None. 

New York 

(1) Generally infested area. 

Albany County. The entire county. 

Bronx County. The entire county. 

Broome County. The entire county. 

Chenango County. The entire county. 

Clinton County. The entire oounty. 

Columbia County. The entire county. 

Delaware County. The entire oounty. 

Dutchess County. The entire county. 

Essex County. The entire county. 

Franklin County. All of the county, ex¬ 
cept the town of Altamont. 

Fulton County. The entire county. 

Greene County. The entire county. 

Hamilton County. The entire oounty. 

Herkimer County. The towns of Columbia, 
Danube. Fairfield, Frankfort, German Flatts. 
Herkimer, Litchfield, Little Falls, Manheim, 
Newport, Norway, Russia, Salisbury, Schuyler, 


Stark, Warren, and Winfield; and the city of 
Little Falls. 

Kings County. The entire county. 
Madison County. The entLre county. 
Montgomery County. The entire county. 
Nassau County. The entire county. 

New York County. The entire county. 
Oneida County. All of the county except 
the towns of Ava, Boonvllle, and Forostport. 
Onondaga County. The entire county. 
Orange County. The entire county. 

Otsego County. The entire county. 

Putnam County. The entire county. 
Queens County. The entire county. 
Rensselaer County. The entire county. 
Richmond County. The entire county. 
Rockland County. The entire oounty. 

St. Lawrence County. The towns of Brasher, 
Hopkinton, Lawrence, Louisville, Massena, 
Norfolk, Parishville, and Stockholm. 
Saratoga County. The entire county. 
Schenectady County. The entire county. 
Schoharie County. The entire county. 
Suffolk County. The entire county. 
Sullivan County. The entire county. 

Ulster County. The entire oounty. 

Warren County. The entire oounty. 
Washington County. The entire county. 
Westchester County. The entire county. 

(2) Suppressive area. 

Jefferson County. The towns of Brownville, 
Cape Vincent, Clayton, LeRay, Lyme, Orleans, 
and Pamelia; and the city of Watertown. 
Monroe County. The town of Penfield. 

Pennsylvania 

(1) Generally infested area. 

Adams County. The entire county. 

Berks County. The entire county. 

Bradford County. The entire oounty. 
Bucks County. The entire county. 

Carbon County. The entire oounty. 

Centre County. The entire oounty. 

Chester County. The entire county. 
CMnfon County. The entire county. 
Columbia County. The entire county. 
Cumberland County. The entire county. 
Dauphin County. The entire county. 
Delaware County. The entire county. 
Huntingdon County. The townships or 

Barree, Jackson, and Miller; and the bor- 
oughs of Oornpropsts Mills, Ennis vi lie. 
Greenwood Furnace, McAlevys Fort, and 
Saulsbury. 

Juniata County. The entire county. 
Lackawanna County. The entire county. 
Lancaster County. The entire oounty. 
Lebanon County. The entire county. 
Lehigh County. The entire oounty. 
Luzerne County. The entire county. 
Lycoming County. The entire county. 
Mifflin County. The entire county. 

Monroe County. The entire county. 
Montgomery County. The entire county* 
Montour County. The entire county. 
Northampton County. The entire county. 
Northumberland County. The enure 
county. 

Perry County. The entire county. 
Philadelphia County. The entire county. 
Pike County. The entire county. 
Schuylkill County. The entire county. 
Snyder County. The entire county. 
Susquehanna County. The entire county. 
Sullivan County. The entire county. 
Union County. The entire county. 

Wayne County. The entire county. 
Wyoming County. The entire county. 

York County. The entire county. 

(2) Suppressive area. None. 

Rhode Island 

(1) Generally infested area. The entire 
State. 

(2) Suppressive area. None. 

Vermont 

(1) Generally infested area. 

Addison County. The entire oounty. 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 37, NO. 121—THURSDAY, JUNE 22, 1972 





RULES AND REGULATIONS 


Bennington County. The entire county. 

Caledonia County. The towns of Barnet, 
Danville, Gorton, Hardwick, Kirby, Peacham, 
Ryegate, St. Johnsbury, Walden, and Water¬ 
ford. 

Chittenden County. The entire county. 

Essex County. The towns of Concord, 
Granby, Guildhall, Lunenburg, Maidstone, 
and Victory. 

Franklin County. The entire county. 

Grande Isle County. The entire county. 

Lamoille. County. The entire county. 

Orange County. The entire county. 

Rutland County. The entire county. 

Washington County. The entire county. 

Windham County. The entire county. 

Windsor County. The entire county. 

(2) Suppressive area. None. 

<b) The civil divisions and parts of civil 
divisions described below are designated 
browntail moth regulated areas within 
the meaning of the provisions of this 
subpart; and each regulated areas are 
hereby divided into generally infested 
areas or suppressive areas as indicated 
below; 

Maine 


(1) Generally infested area. 

Cumberland County. The towns of Bruns¬ 
wick, Cape Elizabeth, Cumberland. Falmouth, 
Freeport, Gray, Gorham, Harpswell. North 
Yarmouth. Pownal, Scar boro, Windham, and 
Yarmouth; the cities of Portland, South 
Portland, and Westbrook; and the offshore 
islands within the Casco Boy area of Cum¬ 
berland County. 

Sagadahoc County. The towns of Arrowsic, 
Georgetown. Phippsburg, West Bath, and 
Woolwich; the city of Bath; and the offshore 
islands within the Casco Bay area of Saga¬ 
dahoc County. 

(2) Suppressive area. 

York County. The entire county. 


Massachusetts 


0) Generally infested area. 

Barnstable County. The towns of Barnsta¬ 
ble, Dennis, Province town, Truro, and 
Yarmouth. 

(2) Suppressive area. 

Barnstable County. The towns of Brewster, 
Chatham, Eastham, Harwich, Orleans, and 
Wellfleet. 

New Hampshire 


(1) Generally infested area. None. 

(2) Suppressive area. 

Belknap County. The entire county. 

County. The towns of Brookfield, 
Effingham, Freedom. Moulton borough, Os- 
sipee, Sandwich, Tamworth, Wakefield, and 
Wolfeboro. 

Hillsborough County. The entire county. 
Merrimack County. The entire oounty. 
Kockmgham County. The entire county. 
Strafford County. The entire county. 


9 ’ 37 stat * 31 ®* M amended, sec. 
«5 Stat. 33; 7 UB.C. 161. 162, 150ee: 29 
30i 45 2 °’ 83 ametlded * 36 F.R. 261; 7 CFR 
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ter (6-22-72). 

Pr^I!P eputy Administrator of the Plan 
• on and Quarantine Programs ha 
oetenmned that infestations of the gyps 

dv| t i h rtf X 1 t or Ukel y to exist in th 
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^Psy moth infested local 
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determined that infestations of the 
browntail moth exist or are likely to 
exist in the civil divisions and parts of 
civil divisions listed as regulated areas 
in paragraph (b), or that it is neces¬ 
sary to regulate such areas because of 
their proximity to browntail moth infes¬ 
tations or their inseparability for quar¬ 
antine enforcement purposes from 
browntail moth infested localities. 

The Deputy Administrator has further 
determined that each of the quarantined 
States, wherein only portions of the State 
have been designated as regulated areas, 
is enforcing a quarantine or regulation 
with restrictions on intrastate movement 
of the regulated articles substantially 
the same as the restrictions on interstate 
movement of such articles imposed by 
the quarantine and regulations in this 
subpart, and that designation of less 
than the entire State as a regulated area 
will otherwise be adequate to prevent the 
interstate spread of the gypsy moth and 
browntail moth. Therefore, such civil di¬ 
visions and parts of civil divisions listed 
above in paragraph (a) are designated 
as gypsy moth regulated areas and those 
listed in paragraph (b) are designated 
as browntail moth regulated areas. 

This amendment adds to the gypsy 
moth regulated areas all or parts of the 
following previously nonregulated coun¬ 
ties: New Castle County in Delaware, 
Cecil and Kent Counties in Maryland, 
Onondaga and Monroe Counties in New 
York, and Adams, Bradford, Clinton, 
Cumberland, Huntingdon, Juniata, Ly¬ 
coming, Mifflin, Perry, Snyder, Union, 
and York Counties in Pennsylvania. The 
gypsy moth regulated area has been 
extended in some previously regulated 
counties. There is no change in the 
browntail moth regulated. 

This document imposes restrictions 
that are necessary in order to prevent 
the dissemination of the gypsy moth and 
the browntail moth and should be made 
effective promptly to accomplish its pur¬ 
pose in the public interest. Accordingly, 
it is found upon good cause, under the 
administrative procedure provisions of 
5 U.S.C. 553, that notice and other public 
procedure with respect to the foregoing 
regulation are impracticable and con¬ 
trary to the public interest, and good 
cause is found for making it effective 
less than 30 days after publication in the 
Federal Register. 

Done at Washington, D.C., this 16th 
day of June 1972. 

Leo G. K. Iverson, 
Acting Deputy Administrator ; 
Plant Protection and Quaran¬ 
tine Programs. 

(FR Doc.72-9446 Filed 6-21-72;8:52 ami 
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8 and 9 of the Plant Quarantine Act of 
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August 20,1912, as amended, and section 
106 of the Federal Plant Pest Act (7 
U.S.C. 161, 162, 150ee), and § 301.45-2 of 
the Gypsy Moth and Browntail Moth 
Quarantine regulations, 7 CFR 301.45-2, 
as amended, a supplemental regulation 
designating hazardous mobile home 
parks and recreational sites, 7 CFR 
301.45-2c, is hereby issued to read as 
follows: 

§ 301.45—2c List of hazardous mobile 
home park# and recreational sites. 

The mobile home parks and recrea¬ 
tional sites listed below are hereby desig¬ 
nated as gypsy moth hazardous mobile 
home parks and recreational sites within 
the meaning of the provisions of this 
subpart: and are hereby divided into 
hazardous mobile home parks and haz¬ 
ardous recreational sites as indicated 
below. 

(a) Hazardous recreational sites . 

Connecticut 

NEW LONDON COUNTY 

Town—Preston 
Mount Lewis Campsite. 

(b) Hazardous mobile home parks . 

Connecti cu t 

FAIRFIELD COUNTY 

Town—Danbury 
Beaver Brook Trailer Park. 

Candlewood Mobile Home Park. 

Davis Trailer Park. 

Eddyville Trailer Park. 

Jensen’s, Inc. (Lakevlew). Mobile Home Park. 
Meadowbrook Vista Mobile Home Site. 

Mill Plain Trailer Park. 

Pleasantwood Trailer Park. 

Town—Newton 

Market Trend Mobile Home Park. 
Meadowbrook Terrace Mobile Home Park. 
Midway Trailer Park. 

Town—Norwalk 
Kelly's Mobile Home Park. 

Laporta’s Trailer Park. 

Passero’s Mobile Home Park. 

Sarno’s Mobile Home Park. 

Town—Shelton 

Fairchild Heights, Inc., Trailer Park. 
Sunnyslde Mobile Home Park. 

Woodland Mobile Home Park. 

Town—Westport 
Imperial Trailer Park. 

HARTFORD COUNTY 

Town—Bristol 

Kitmart Mobile Home Site. 

Pine Trailer Park. 

Riverside Mobile Home Park. 

Town—East Hartford 
River mead Mobile Home Park. 

Town—Marlboro 
Marlboro MobUe Home Park. 

Town—Plainville 

Jensen’s. Inc. (Oak Grove), Mobile Home 
Park. 

Turner’s Trailer Park. 

Town—Southington 

Forest Hill Mobile Home Park. 

Jensen’s, Inc. (Cedar Springs). Mobile Home 
Park. 
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Jensen's. Inc. (Three Gardens), Mobile Home 
Park. 

Taylor s Mobile Home Park. 

Town—South Windsor 

Ierna’s Trailer Park. 

Trailer Village Mobile Home Park. 

Town—Vernon ( Rockville) 

High Manor Mobile Home Park. 

LITCHFIELD COUNTY 

Town—New Mil/ord 

American Mobile Home Sales. 

Lord’s Trailer Park. 

West Falls Trailer Court. 

Town—Terryville (Plymouth) 

James R. Duff Trailer Park. 

Jensen's, Inc. (Lakeside), Mobile Home Park. 

Town—Thomaston 
Anctll’8 Trailer Park. 

MIDDLESEX COUNTY 

Town—Clinton 

Carrol Burnham Trailer Park. 

Cedar Grove Trailer Park. 

Dud’8 Trailer Park. 

Evergreen Mobile Home Park. 

Goodrich Trailer Park. 

Meadow Road Trailer Park. 

YD Trailer Park. 

Town—East Hampton 

Mobile Home Village. 

Pine Trailer Park. 

Town—Killingsworth 

Jensen's. Inc. (Beachwood), Mobile Home 
Park. 

Toicn—West brook 

Green Acres Mobile Home Park. 

Jensen’s, Inc. (Grove Beach), Mobile Home 
Park. 

NEW HAVEN COUNTY 

Town—Beacon Falls 

Beacon Falls Trailer Park. 

Valley Mobile Home Sales. 

Town—Bethany 
Ed’s Trailer Park. 

Town—Branford 

Bagley's Mobile Home Park. 

Hamilton Trailer Park. 

Highland Park No. 1 Trailer Park. 

Highland Park No. 2 Trailer Park. 

Kaydee Mobile Home Park. 

Lamphier’s Cove Trailer Court. 

O’Conneli’8 Mobile Home Park. 

Paved Lane Mobile Home Park. 

Pine Grove Mobile Home Park. 

Ralph Delucia Mobile Home Park. 

Shoreline Trailer Court. 

Town—Guilford 
Francis Trailer Park. 

Town—Meriden 

Greenwood Mobile Home Park. 

New England Trailer Park. 

Smltty's Mobile Home Court. 

Woodland Trailer Park. 

Totcn— Milford 

Fairchild Sales. Inc. 

Green Acres Mobile Home Park. 

Hayes Trailer Park. 

Ryder Trailer Park. 

Twin Oaks Trailer Park. 

Toum—Naugatuck 

Baker s Trailer Park. 

Idlevlew Trailer Park. 


Valley Mobile Home Park. 

Weber Trailer Park. 

Town—North Branford 

Pleasant Acres Mobile Home Park. 

Russ Anderson’s Mobile Home Park. 

Town—Orange 

Trailertown Mobile Home Park. 

Town—Prospect 

Harmony Acres Mobile Home Park. 

Town—Wallingford 

Henry’s Trailer Park. 

Miller’s Trailer Court. 

Restland Mobile Home Park. 

Sunny Acres Mobile Home Park. 

Three Oaks Mobile Home Park. 

Town—Wa terbury 
Ray E. Relmer Trailer Park. 

Town—West Haven 
Hebb’s Trailer Park. 

Town—Yalesville (Wallingford) 

Gopoian Mobile Home Park. 

Loring Mobile Home Court. 

NEW LONDON COUNTY 

Town—Baltic 

Pleasure Valley Mobile Home Park. 

Town—Griswold 

Country Mobile Estates. 

Dzledzic Trailer Park. 

Lakevlew Mobile Home Park. 

Llsee Trailer Park. 

Tilting Rock Mobile Home Park. 

Town—Groton 

Ackley’s Hl-Rock Trailer Park. 

Budding ton Road Mobile Home Park. 
Candlewood Mobile Home Park. 

Conning Towers Mobile Home Park. 

Dolphin Trailer Park. 

Drive-In Trailer Park. 

Groton Mobile Home Park. 

Groton Mobile Home Sales. 

Highland Avenue Trailer Park. 

Long Cove Mobile Home Park. 

Mobile Gardens of Groton. 

Roger’s Trailer Park. 

Town—Ledyard 

Avery Hill Acres. 

Baudro Trailer Park. 

Clifford Stimpson Trailer Sites. 

Colonel Ledyard Trailer Park. 

Lampasana Trailer Site. 

Nolan’s Acres Trailer Park. 

Pitt’s Trailer Site. 

Rocky Knoll Trailer Park. 

Warner’s Trailer Park. 

Wickson’s Mobile Home Park. 

Town—Lisbon 

Lisbon Mobile Home Park. 

Tunnel Hill Mobile Home Park. 

Town—Montville 

Busy Beaver Trailer Park. 

Lamb’s Trailer Park. 

L. Rioux Trailer Park. 

Oakrldge Trailer Park. 

Russell’8 Trailer Park. 

Sherman Trailer Park. 

UTZ Trailer Park. 

Viens Trailer Park. 

Jensen’s, Inc. (Marina Cove), Mobile Home 
Park. 

Toum—Mystic (Groton) 

Whipple’s Mobile Home Park. 

Town—North Stonington 

A. Morgan Stewart Mobile Horae Park. 
Arlington Acres Mobile Home Park. 


Town—Norwich 

Hillside Mobile Home Park. 

Little Valley Mobile Village. 

Oakland Heights Mobile Home Park. 

Sunny Water Mobile Home Park. 

Town—Oakdale (Montville) 

C. Fox Trailer Park. 

Parroza’s Trailer Park. 

Stefanski’s Trailer Park. 

Town—Stonington (Mystic) 

Fair Acres Mobile Home Park. 

Wheelerbrook Mobile Home Park. 

Town—Taftville (Norwich) 
Beauregard’s Mobile Home Park. 

Town—Waterford 
Woodland Trailer Park. 

TOLLAND COUNTY 

Town—Bolton 

Anderson Mobile Home Park. 

Porcheron Trailer Park. 

Silversteln Trailer Park. 

Town—Coventry 
Lakefront Mobile Home Park. 

Town—Mansfl eld 
Burkamp Trailer Park. 

Jensen’s, Inc. (Rolling Hills), Mobile Home 
Park. 

Mansfield Mobile Home Manor. 

Route 32 Trailer Park. 

Town—Merrow (Mansfield) 

Valley Mobile Home Village. 

Town—Storrs (Mansfield) 

Arrow Acres Trailer Park. 

Town—Vernon 
Charest Mobile Home Park. 

Town—Willington 

Individual Lots: Individual lots on 
Navratil, Williams, and Inchon Roads, in¬ 
cluding all mobile homes on dirt side roads 
leading from the above named roads. 

WINDHAM COUNTY 

Town—Brooklyn 

Paradise Lake Trailer Sites. 

Safeguard Mobile Home Storage. 

Town—Canterbury 
Longview Mobile Home Estates. 

Town—Killingly 

Carol Conrad Trailer Park. 

Ferreira’8 Mobile Haven. 

Idle Hours Mobile Home Park. 

Town—Plainfield 

Laporte s Trailer Park. 

Plainfield Mobile Home Park. 

Weetview Terrace. 

Town—Willimantic (Windham) 
Plnecrest Trailer Park. 

Town—Windham 
Mazzola’s Trailer Park. 

Massachusetts 
BARNSTABLE COUNTY 

Town—South Dennis 
Airlines Mobile Home Park. 

BERKSHIRE COUNTY 

Town—Ch esh irs 
Kitchen Brook Trailer Park. 
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Town — Lee 
Mountain View Trailer Park. 

HAMPDEN COUNTY 

Town—Chicopee 
Gill Trailer Park & Sales. 

Town—Westfield 
Oaks Mobile Home Park. 

NORFOLK COUNTY 

Town—Foxboro 
Raceway Mobile Home Park. 

Town—Holbrook 
Mogan's Mobile Home Park. 

WORCESTER COUNTY 

Town—Auburn 
American Mobile Home Park. 

Town—Brookfield 
Wagon Wheel Mobile Home Park. 

Town—Lunenburg 
Pine Rest Mobile Home Park. 

Tovm—Shrewsbury 
Edgemere Mobile Home Park. 

New Jersey 

All mobile home parks in the State. 

New York 

BRONX COUNTY 

All mobile home parks ha county. 

COLUMBIA COUNTY 

Town—Kinderhook 
Stones Trailer Park. 

DUTCHESS COUNTY 

All mobile home parks In county. 

FULTON COUNTY 

Town—Gloversville 
CO-Z Mobile Home Park. 

GREENE COUNTY 

Town—Cairo 
Chick -a-dee Trailer Court. 

HERKIMER COUNTY 

Town—Ilion 
Buttonball Trailer Park. 

Town—Little Falls 
Homestead Trailer Park & Sales. 

Township—Schuyler 
Green Acres. 

Skyline Mobile Home Park. 

KINGS COUNTY 

AU mobile home parks in county. 

Nassau county 

AU mobile home parks in county. 

hew YORK COUNTY 

All mobile home parks in county. 

ONEIDA COUNTY 

T °wn—Neto Hartford 
Wald-Mar Park. 

Town—Sauquoit 

lSUre Valle 7 Mobile Home Park. 
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Town—Verona 

Downer Trailer Park. 

Evans Trailer Park. 

ORANGE COUNTY 

All mobile home parks In county. 

PUTNAM COUNTY 

All mobile home parks in county. 

QUEENS COUNTY 

All mobile home parks in county. 

RICHMOND COUNTY 

All mobile home parks in county. 

ROCKLAND COUNTY 

All mobile home parks In county. 

SARATOGA COUNTY 

Town — Malta 
Malta Mobile Homes. 

Town — Saratoga Springs 
Selby Trailer Court. 

SCHENECTADY COUNTY 

Town—Scotia 

Fred’s Modern Trailer Court. 

Reynolds Trailer Court. 

SUFFOLK COUNTY 

All mobile home parks in county. 

SULLIVAN COUNTY 

All mobile home parks In county. 

ULSTER COUNTY 

All mobile home parks In county. 

All mobile home parks In county. 
Pennsylvania 

BERKS COUNTY 

All mobile home parks in county. 

BUCKS COUNTY 

All mobile home parks in county. 

CARBON COUNTY 

All mobile home parks in county. 

LACKAWANNA COUNTY 

All mobile home parks in county. 

LEHIGH COUNTY 

AH mobile home parks in county. 

LUZERNE COUNTY 

All mobile home parks In county. 

MONROE COUNTY 

All mobile home parks in county. 

MONTGOMERY COUNTY 

All mobile home parks in county. 

NORTHAMPTON COUNTY 

All mobile home parks in county. 

PHILADELPHIA COUNTY 

All mobile home parks In county. 

PIKE COUNTY 

All mobile home parks in county. 

SCHUYLKILL COUNTY 

All mobile home parks In county. 
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WAYNE COUNTY 

AU mobile home parks in county. 

Rhode Island 

KENT COUNTY 

Town—Warwick 
Bald Hill Mobile Park. 

Town—West Greenwich 
Morton’s Mobile Park. 

PROVIDENCE COUNTY 

Town—Cumberland 
The Pines Trailer Park. 

Town—Glocestcr 
West Glocester Trailer Park. 

WASHINGTON COUNTY 

Town—Charlestown 

Border Holl Mobile Home Park. 

Indian Cedar Trailer Park. 

Town—Exeter 
Mobile Village, Inc. 

Town—North Kingstown 

Kingstown Mobile Homes, Park aud Sales. 
Lynch’s Trailer Park. 

Town—Richm ond 
Hillsdale Mobile Home Park. 

(Secs. 8. 9, 37 Stat. 318. os amended, sec. 106. 
71 Stat. 33; 7 U.S.C. 161, 162. 150ee; 29 F.R. 
16210. as amended, 37 FJR. 6327, 6505; 7 CFR 
301.45-2C) 

This list of gypsy moth hazardous mo¬ 
bile home parks and recreational sites 
shall become effective upon publication 
in the Federal Register (6-22-72). 

The Deputy Administrator of the Ani¬ 
mal and Plant Health Inspection Serv¬ 
ice has determined that in the above- 
listed mobile home parks and recrea¬ 
tional sites gypsy moth has been found, 
or there is reason to believe that gypsy 
moth is present, or there is a risk of in¬ 
festation of the gypsy moth because of 
the proximity to infestation of the gypsy 
moth. Therefore, the listed mobile home 
parks and recreational sites are hereby 
designated as hazardous. 

This document imposes restrictions 
that are necessary in order to prevent 
the spread of the gypsy moth and should 
be made effective promptly to accom¬ 
plish its purpose in the public interest. 
Accordingly it is found under the admin¬ 
istrative procedure provisions of 5 UJS.C. 
553, that notice and other public proce¬ 
dure with regard to this action are im¬ 
practicable and unnecessary, and good 
cause is found for making this document 
effective less than 30 days after publica¬ 
tion in the Federal Register. 

Done at Washington, D.C., the 16th 
day of June 1972. 

Leo G. K. Iverson, 
Acting Deputy Administrator , 
Animal and Plant Health /n- 
spection Service 

[FR Doc.72-9445 Filed 6-21-72;8:51 ami 
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Chapter VII—Agricultural Stabiliza¬ 
tion and Conservation Service 
(Agricultural Adjustment), Depart¬ 
ment of Agriculture 

SUBCHAPTER B—FARM MARKETING QUOTAS 
AND ACREAGE ALLOTMENTS 
[Arndt. 12] 

PART 730— RICE 

Subpart—Rice Marketing Quota Reg¬ 
ulations for 1967 and Subsequent 
Crop Years 

1972 Rate or Penalty 

Basis and purpose. The amendment 
herein is issued under and in accordance 
with the provisions of the Agricultural 
Adjustment Act of 1938, as amended (7 
U.S.C. 1281 et seq.). 

The purpose of this amendment is to 
announce the rate of penalty applicable 
to excess rice produced in the 1972 crop 
year. 

Under the Act. the penalty rate per 
pound on the farm marketing excess is 
equal to 65 per centum of the parity 
price per pound for rice as of June 15 of 
the calendar year in which the crop is 
produced. 

Since rice will shortly be harvested in 
some parts of the rice-producing areas 
and since the rate of penalty is essential 
in computing the amoimt of penalty on 
any excess rice production, it is import¬ 
ant that this amendment be issued and 
made effective as soon as possible. In ad¬ 
dition, calculation of the rate of penalty 
is a mathematical determination. Ac¬ 
cordingly, it is hereby found that com¬ 
pliance with the notice, public proce¬ 
dure, and effective date requirements of 
5 U.S.C. 553 is unnecessary and contrary 
to the public interest, and this amend¬ 
ment shall become effective as provided 
herein. 

The subpart—Rice marketing quota 
regulations for 1967 and subsequent 
crop years (32 P.R. 8666) as amended, is 
amended as follows: 

Section 730.22 is amended by adding 
at the end thereof a new sentence to read 
as follows: 

§ 730.22 Rate of penalty. 

• • • The rate of penalty applicable 
to the 1972 crop of rice shall be 5.20 cents 
per pound. This is 65 per centum of the 
parity price as of June 15, 1972, which is 
determined to be $8 per cwt., or 8.00 
cents per pound. 

(Secs. 356, 376, 52 Stat. 62. as amended, 66, 
as amended; 7 U.S.C. 1356,1375) 

Effective date: Date of filing with the 
Director, Office of the Federal Register. 

Signed at Washington, D.C., on June 9, 
1972. 

Kenneth E. Frick, 
Administrator, Agricultural Sta¬ 
bilization and Conservation 
Service. 

[FR Doc.72-9396 Filed 6-21-72;8:47 am] 
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Chapter IX—Agricultural Marketing 
Service (Marketing Agreements 
and Orders; Fruits, Vegetables, 
Nuts), Department of Agriculture 

[Valencia Orange Reg. 397] 

PART 908—VALENCIA ORANGES 
GROWN IN ARIZONA AND DESIG¬ 
NATED PART OF CALIFORNIA 

Limitation of Handling 

§ 908.697 Valencia Orange Regulation 
397. 

(a) Findings. (1) Pursuant to the mar¬ 
keting agreement, as amended, and Or¬ 
der No. 908, as amended (7 CFR Part 
908), regulating the handling of Valencia 
oranges grown in Arizona and designated 
part of California, effective under the ap¬ 
plicable provisions of the Agricultural 
Marketing Agreement Act of 1937, as 
amended (7 U.S.C. 601-674), and upon 
the basis of the recommendations and 
information submitted by the Valencia 
Orange Administrative Committee, es¬ 
tablished under the said amended mar¬ 
keting agreement and order, and upon 
other available information, it is hereby 
found that the limitation of handling of 
such Valencia oranges, as hereinafter 
provided, will tend to effectuate the de¬ 
clared policy of the act. 

(2) It is hereby further found that it 
is impracticable and contrary to the pub¬ 
lic interest to give preliminary notice, 
engage in public rule making procedure, 
and postpone the effective date of this 
section until 30 days after publication 
hereof in the Federal Register (5 U.S.C. 
553) because the time intervening be¬ 
tween the date when information upon 
which this section is based became avail¬ 
able and the time when this section must 
become effective in order to effectuate 
the declared policy of the act is insuffi¬ 
cient, and a reasonable time is permitted, 
under the circumstances, for preparation 
for such effective time; and good cause 
exists for making the provisions hereof 
effective as hereinafter set forth. The 
committee held an open meeting during 
the current week, after giving due notice 
thereof, to consider supply and market 
conditions for Valencia oranges and the 
need for regulation; interested persons 
were afforded an opportunity to submit 
information and views at this meeting; 
the recommendation and supporting in¬ 
formation for regulation during the pe¬ 
riod specified herein were promptly sub¬ 
mitted to the Department after such 
meeting was held; the provisions of this 
section, including its effective time, are 
identical with the aforesaid recommen¬ 
dation of the committee, and information 
concerning such provisions and effective 
time has been disseminated among han- 
lers of such Valencia oranges; it is nec¬ 
essary, in order to effectuate the declared 
policy of the act, to make this section 
effective during the period herein spec¬ 
ified; and compliance with this section 
will not require any special preparation 
on the part of persons subject hereto 


which cannot be completed on or before 
the effective date hereof. Such committee 
meeting was held on June 20,1972. 

(b) Order . (1) The respective quan¬ 
tities of Valencia oranges grown in Ari¬ 
zona and designated part of California 
which may be handled during the period 
June 23, 1972, through June 29,1972, are 
hereby fixed as follows: 

(1) District 1: 222,000 cartons; 

(ii) District 2: 264,000 cartons; and 

(iii) District 3: 114,000 cartons. 

(2) As used in this section, “handler, 1 ' 
“District 1, M “District 2,"“District3“and 
“carton” have the same meaning as when 
used in said amended marketing agree¬ 
ment and order. 

(Secs. 1-19, 48 Stat. 31, as amended; 7 U.SC. 
601-674) 

Dated: June21,1972. 

Paul A. Nicholson, 
Deputy Director, Fruit and 
Vegetable Division, AgricvX - 
tural Marketing Service. 

[FR Doc.72-9557 Filed 6-21-72; 11:55 am] 


Chapter XVIII—Farmers Home Ad¬ 
ministration, Department of Agri¬ 
culture 

SUBCHAPTER G—MISCELLANEOUS REGULATIONS 
[ALr-838(440) ] 

PART 1890g—DAVIS-BACON AND 
RELATED ACTS 

Wage Determinations 

Part 1890g, Title 7. Code of Federal 
Regulations (35 F.R. 14442) is amended 
by revising various sections and para¬ 
graphs due to procedural changes re¬ 
quired by the Department of Labor. In 
connection with these requirements, Re¬ 
gional Administrators of the Employ¬ 
ment Standards Administration became 
officially responsible for project wage 
determinations on March 6, 1972, and 
requests for such determinations under 
Davis-Bacon and related acts are to oe 
sent to the appropriate Regional Admin¬ 
istrator instead of to the Solicitor oi 
Labor. 

As amended, the revised sections will 
read as follows: 

§ 1890s.2 Contact* with the U.S. Df 
part men I of Ln1>or. 

All contacts with the U.S. Department 
of Labor, except requests for wage deter' 
mination or redetermination and WJ- 
lowup action to requested wage determi¬ 
nations, will be handled through tn 
Farmers Home Administration Nations 
Office. 

§ 1890g.3 Requesting wage determina¬ 

tion. 

A Department of Labor form. Farm 
DB-11, “Request for Determination, 
be used in requesting a wage determm 
tion for each construction contract. 
County Supervisor will fill out F°nn i^ 

11 with the assistance of the applicants 
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architect or engineer, or where applicant 
does not employ an architect or engineer, 
with FHA personnel. Form DB-11 will 
be sent to the Regional Administrator, 
Employment Standards Administration, 
U.S. Department of Labor as soon as 
practical and in no case less than 45 days 
prior to the anticipated date of adver¬ 
tising or informal request for bids. This 
timing is essential because minimum 
wage rates must be incorporated in the 
proposed contract documents released to 
bidders. 

§ 1890g.4 Issuance of wage determina¬ 
tion. 

A Department of Labor Form SOL-123, 
“Wage Determination Decision/’ which 
Incorporates the wage determination by 
the Department of Labor, will be trans¬ 
mitted through the State office to the 
County Supervisor. The County Super¬ 
visor will retain one copy for his files 
and forward the remaining copies im¬ 
mediately to the applicant for transmit¬ 
tal to its engineer or architect if one is 
employed or for transmittal to prospec¬ 
tive contractors. 

• • • • • 


§ 1890g.5 Rcdctcmiinalion or extension 
of wage rates. 


(b) When, due to unavoidable circum¬ 
stances, a determination expires after the 
bid opening, but before the award, a re¬ 
quest for an extension of the expiration 
date may be requested from the Re¬ 
gional Administrator. Such request shall 
include: 

(1) A copy of the original determina¬ 
tion. 


<2) A statement fully supporting the 
necessity of an extension outlining clearly 
why it is necessary in the public interest 
to prevent injustice or undue hardship 
to the applicant or serious impairment 
of the Government’s business. 

§ 1890g.6 Supplemental classification. 


( b) The State Director will then im- 
jnediately submit a signed “Report of 
wage Rate Classification,” copies of 
which are available at aU FHA offices, 
together with any supporting documen¬ 
tation, to the Regional Administrator of 
the Department of Labor. 

(c) in the event the interested parties 
cannot agree on the proper classification 
or reclassification of a particular class of 
laborers and mechanics to be used, the 
question accompanied by the recommen- 

ation of FHA shall be referred to the 
Assistant Administrator, U.S. Depart¬ 
ment of Labor. Employment Standards 
Administration, Office of Government 
Contracts and Special Wage Standards, 
ashington, D.C., for final determina- 
lon through the Regional Administrator. 


63 Stat. 437. 42 U.S.C. 1480; se< 
StTfc ^o^V 528 * 42 U S C * 2942 * sec. 301, 8 
tarv rxti 6 301; order of Acting Secre 

36 21529; order c 

nt Secretary of Agriculture for Rura 


Development and Conservation, 36 F.R. 
21529; order of Director, OEO, 29 FJEt. 14764) 

Dated: June 1. 1972. 

Joseph Haspray, 
Deputy Administrator , 
Farmers Home Administration. 

(FR Doo.72-9398 Filed 6-21-72; 8:47 amj 


Title 8—ALIENS AND 
NATIONALITY 

Chapter I—Immigration and 
Naturalization Service 

PART 214—NONIMMIGRANT 
CLASSES 

CFR Correction 

In § 214.200 appearing on page 66 of 
title 8, revised as of January 1, 1972, a 
sentence as added at 36 F.R. 8660, 
May 11. 1971, was inadvertently omitted. 
As corrected, § 214.200 read as follows: 

§ 214.2 Special requirements for ad¬ 
mission, extension, and maintenance 
of status. 

• • • * • 

(k) Fiancees and fiances of U.S. citi- 
zens. An alien defined in section 101(a) 
(15) (K) of the Act must be the bene¬ 
ficiary of an approved visa petition filed 
on Form I-129F. The petition with sup¬ 
porting documents shall be filed by the 
petitioner with the district director hav¬ 
ing administrative jurisdiction over the 
place where the petitioner is residing in 
the United States. A copy of a document 
submitted in support of a visa petition 
filed pursuant to section 214(d) of the 
Act and this paragraph may be accepted, 
though unaccompanied by the original, if 
the copy bears a certification by an at¬ 
torney. typed or rubber stamped in the 
language set forth in § 204.2(f) of this 
chapter. However, the original document 
shall be submitted, if submittal is re¬ 
quested by the Service. A petition shall 
not be approved unless the petitioner 
satisfactorily establishes that he has per¬ 
sonally met and seen the beneficiary 
prior to filing the petition. Without the 
approval of a separate petition on his 
behalf, a child of the beneficiary defined 
in section 101(b)(1) (A), (B), (C), (D), 
or (E) of the Act may be accorded the 
same nonimmigrant classification as the 
beneficiary if accompanying or following 
to join him. The petitioner shall be noti¬ 
fied of the decision and, if the petition is 
denied, of the reasons therefor and of 
his right to appear in accordance with 
the provisions of Part 103 of this chapter. 
The approval of a petition under this 
paragraph shall be valid for a period of 
4 months. A petition which has expired 
due to the passage of time may be re¬ 
validated by a district director or an 
American consular officer for a period of 
4 months from the date of revalidation 
upon a finding that the petitioner and 
beneficiary are free to marry and intend 
to marry each other within 90 days of 


the beneficiary's entry into the United 
States. The approval of any petition is 
automatically terminated when the peti¬ 
tioner dies or files a written withdrawal 
of the petition before the beneficiary 
arrives in the United States. 

# * • # • 


Title 9—ANIMALS AND ANIMAL 
PRODUCTS 

Chapter I—Animal and Plant Health 
Inspection Service, Department of 
Agriculture 

SUBCHAPTER B—COOPERATIVE CONTROL AND 
ERADICATION OF LIVESTOCK OR POULTRY 
DISEASES 

PART 51—CATTLE DESTROYED BE¬ 
CAUSE OF BRUCELLOSIS (BANG’S 
DISEASE), TUBERCULOSIS, OR 
PARATUBERCULOSIS 

Payment of Indemnities 

Pursuant to the provisions of sections 
3, 4, 5, 11, and 13 of the Act of May 29, 
1884, as amended, sections 1 and 2 of 
the Act of February 2, 1903, as amended, 
section 3 of the Act of March 3, 1905, 
as amended, and section 3 of the Act of 
July 2, 1962 (21 U.S.C. 111-113, 114, 114a, 
114a-l. 120, 121, 125. and 134b), Part 51, 
Title 9, Code of Federal Regulations, 
is hereby amended in the following 
respects: 

In § 51.9, paragraph (g) is deleted. 

(Secs. 3, 4, 5, 23 Stat. 32, as amended; secs. 
1 and 2. 32 Stat. 791-792, as amended; sec. 3, 
33 Stat. 1265, os amended; sec. 2, 65 Stat. 
693; sec. 11, 58 Stat. 734, as amended; sec. 3, 
76 Stat. 130, 21 UJ3.C. 111-113, 114, 114a, 
U4a-1, 120. 121, 125, 134b; 29 F.R. 16210, 
as amended; 37 F.R. 6327, 6505) 

Effective date. The foregoing amend¬ 
ment shall become effective upon is¬ 
suance. 

The purpose of this amendment Is to 
delete the provisions of § 51.9(g) in order 
to conform this section to amendments of 
§§51.2 and 51.6 made effective June 9, 
1972, which eliminated the matching 
fund requirement for tuberculosis in¬ 
demnity. 

The amendment relieves restrictions 
presently imposed but no longer deemed 
necessary to facilitate the Federal-State 
cooperative tuberculosis eradication pro¬ 
gram, and should be made effective 
promptly in order to be of maximum 
benefit to affected persons. It does not 
appear that public participation in this 
rule making proceeding would make ad¬ 
ditional relevant information available to 
the Department. 

Accordingly, under the administrative 
procedure provisions in 5 U.S.C. 553, it is 
found upon good cause that notice and 
other public procedure with respect to 
the amendment are impracticable and 
unnecessary, and good cause is found for 
making it effective less than 30 days after 
publication in the Federal Register. 
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Done at Washington, D.C., this 16th 
day of June 1972. 

P. J. Mulhern. 

Administrator , Animal and Plant 
Health Inspection Service. 

[FR Doc.72-9397 Piled 6-21-72;8:47 am] 


SUBCHAPTER C—INTERSTATE TRANSPORTATION 

OF ANIMALS (INCLUDING POULTRY) AND AN- 

IMAL PRODUCTS 

I Docket No. 72-528] 

PART 76—HOG CHOLERA AND 

OTHER COMMUNICABLE SWINE 
DISEASES 

Areas Quarantined 

Pursuant to provisions of the Act of 
May 29, 1884, as amended, the Act of 
February 2, 1903, as amended, the Act of 
March 3. 1905, as amended, the Act of 
September 6.1961, and the Act of July 2, 
1962 (21 U.S.C. 111-113, 114g, 115, 117, 
120, 121, 123-126, 134b, 134f>, Part 76, 
Title 9, Code of Federal Regulations, re¬ 
stricting the interstate movement of 
swine and certain products because of 
hog cholera and other communicable 
swine diseases, is hereby amended in the 
following respects: 

In § 76.2, a new paragraph (e) (7) re¬ 
lating to the State of Nebraska is added 
to read: 

(7) Nebraska . That portion of Adams 
County bounded by a line beginning at 
the junction of the Adams-Kearney 
County line and U.S. Highway 6, 34: 
thence, following U.S. Highway 6, 34 in 
an eastern direction to Roseland Road: 
thence, following Roseland Road in a 
southern direction to Highline Road; 
thence, following Highline Road in a 
western direction to the Adams-Kearney 
County line; thence, following the 
Adams-Kearney County line in a north¬ 
ern direction to its junction with U.S. 
Highway 6, 34. 

(Secs. 4-7, 23 Stat. 32, as amended; secs. 1 
and 2, 32 Stat. 791-792. as amended; secs. 1- 
4, 33 Stat. 1264, 1265, as amended; sec. 1, 75 
Stat. 481; secs. 3 and 11, 76 Stat. 130, 132; 21 
U.S.C. 111-113, 114g, 115. 117, 120, 121, 123- 
126, 134b, 134f; 29 F.R. 16210, as amended; 37 
PR. 6327, 6505) 

Effective date. The foregoing amend¬ 
ment shall become effective upon 
issuance. 

The amendment quarantines a portion 
of Adams County in Nebraska because 
of the existence of hog cholera. This 
action is deemed necessary to prevent 
further spread of the disease. The re¬ 
strictions pertaining to the interstate 
movement of swine and swine products 
from or through quarantined areas as 
contained in 9 CFR Part 76, as amended, 
will apply to the quarantined area. 

The amendment imposes certain fur¬ 
ther restrictions necessary to prevent the 
interstate spread of hog cholera, and 
must be made effective immediately to 
accomplish its purpose in the public in¬ 
terest. It does not appear that public 
participation in this rule making pro¬ 
ceeding w f ould make additional relevant 
information available to the Department. 

Accordingly, under the administrative 


procedure provisions in 5 U.S.C. 553, it is 
found upon good cause that notice and 
other public procedure with respect to 
the amendment are impracticable, un¬ 
necessary and contrary to the public in¬ 
terest, and good cause is found for mak¬ 
ing it effective less than 30 days after 
publication in the Federal Register. 

Done at Washington, D.C., this 16th 
day of June 1972. 

F. J. Mulhern, 
Administrator, Animal and 
Plant Health Inspection Service. 

JFR Doc.72-9443 Filed 6-21-72;8:51 am] 


[Docket No. 72-529] 

part 76—HOG CHOLERA AND 
OTHER COMMUNICABLE SWINE 
DISEASES 

Areas Quarantined 

Pursuant to provisions of the Act of 
May 29, 1884, as amended, the Act of 
February 2, 1903, as amended, the Act 
of March 3, 1905, as amended, the Act 
of September 6, 1961, and the Act of 
July 2, 1962 (21 UJS.C. 111-113, 114g, 115, 
117, 120, 121, 123-126, 134b, 134f), Part 
76, Title 9, Code of Federal Regulations, 
restricting the interstate movement of 
swine and certain products because of 
hog cholera and other communicable 
swine diseases, is hereby amended in the 
following respects: 

In 5 76.2, paragraph (e) (4) relating to 
the State of South Carolina is deleted. 

(Secs. 4-7, 23 Stat. 32, as amended; secs. 1 
and 2, 32 Stat. 791-792, as amended; secs. 
1-4, 33 Stat. 1264, 1265, ns amended; sec. 1, 
75 Stat. 481; secs. 3 and 11, 76 Stat. 130, 132; 
21 U.S.C. 111-113, 114g, 115, 117, 120, 121, 
123-126, 134b. 134f; 29 FJR. 16210, as 

amended; 37 FR. 6327, 6505) 

Effective date. The foregoing amend¬ 
ment shall become effective upon 
issuance. 

The amendment excludes portions of 
Kershaw and Darlington Counties in 
South Carolina from the areas quaran¬ 
tined because of hog cholera. Therefore, 
the restrictions pertaining to the inter¬ 
state movement of swine and swine prod¬ 
ucts from or through quarantined areas 
contained in 9 CFR Part 76, as amended, 
do not apply to the excluded areas, but 
will continue to apply to the quarantined 
areas described in § 76.2(e). Further, the 
restrictions pertaining to the interstate 
movement of swine and swine products 
from nonquarantined areas contained in 
said Part 76 apply to the excluded areas. 
No areas in South Carolina remain under 
quarantine. 

The amendment relieves restrictions 
presently imposed but no longer deemed 
necessary to prevent the spread of hog 
cholera, and it should be made effective 
promptly in order to be of maximum 
benefit to affected persons. It does not 
appear that public participation in this 
rule making proceeding would make ad¬ 
ditional relevant information available to 
this Department. 

Accordingly, under the administrative 
procedure provisions in 5 U.S.C. 553, it is 


found upon good cause that notice and 
other public procedure with respect to the 
amendment are impracticable and un- 
nessary, and good cause is found for mak¬ 
ing it effective less than 30 days after 
publication in the Federal Register. 

Done at Washington, D.C., this 16th 
day of June 1972. 

F. J. Mulhern, 
Administrator , Animal and 
Plant Health Inspection Service. 

[FR Doc.72-9-144 Filed 6 21-72; 8:51 am) 


Title 14—AERONAUTICS AND 
SPACE 


Chapter I—Federal Aviation Adminis¬ 
tration, Department of Transportation 

[Airworthiness Docket No. 72-SW-39. 
Arndt. 39-1470] 

PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS 
DIRECTIVES 


Bell Model Helicopters 


A fatigue crack has occurred in the 
threads of the Tail Rotor Grip Assembly, 
P/N 204-011-728-13, that possibly re¬ 
sulted in loss of one tail rotor blade and 
in loss of control of a Bell Model 205A-1 
helicopter. In addition, corrosion has 
been found in these threads on several 
grips. Since these conditions could de¬ 
velop or occur on other Bell Model 204B. 
205A, and 205A-1 helicopters, an air¬ 
worthiness directive is being issued to 
require inspections and appropriate seal¬ 
ing of all Tail Rotor Grip Assemblies, 
Parts Nos. 204-011-706 or 204-011-728. 
as applicable, on Bell Model 204B, 205A, 
and 205A-1 helicopters. In addition, an 
inspection of the tail rotor grip bearings 
is required to assure their proper ar¬ 
rangement and serviceable condition. 

Since a situation exists that requires 
immediate adoption of this regulation, 
it is found that notice and public proce- 
dure hereon are impracticable and gooo 
cause exists for making this amendment 
effective in less than 30 days. 

In consideration of the foregoing, and 
pursuant to the authority delegated w 
me by the Administrator (31 F.R. 

§ 39.13 of Part 39 of the Federal Aviauon 
Regulations is amended by adding u 
following new airwor thin ess directive: 

Bell. Applies to Bell Model 204B. 205A, aajj 
205A-1 helicopters certificated m 
categories. 


Compliance required within 25 . D 

n service after the effective date of this ■ _ 
or tall rotor grips with 600 or more a 
otal time in service on the effective 
>f this A.D., and required prior to * 

125 hours time In service for tall rotor gr p 
irith less than 500 hours total time in sern 
>n the effective date of this A.D-. 
already accomplished and thereafter ln 


service from the last Inspection. 

To detect possible corrosion and 
cracks, to preclude corrosion In the tQ 
Ing threads of the tail rotor ' lceB bie 
assure proper arrangement and ser 
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condition of the tail rotor grip bearings, ac¬ 
complish the following: 

(a) Remove the tall rotor hub and blade 
assembly from the helicopter, remove the 
blades from the grips and remove the grips 
from the hub assembly in accordance with 
the appropriate model maintenance manual. 

(b) Inspect the tail rotor grip assembly 
using a fluorescent penetrant or equiva¬ 
lent inspection method and mirror as follows; 

(1) Clean the Internal threads of each 
grip, using a nonmetallic brush and kero¬ 
sene base solvent, until the threads and 
thread relief groove are free of grease residue. 

(2) Inspect both sides of each of the 
threads, thread roots, and thread relief groove 
for cracks and corrosion. 

(3) If corrosion is found in the threads 
or relief groove, replace only the affected 
grip assembly prior to next flight. If cracks 
sro found in the grip assembly, replace the 
entire hub assembly prior to next flight. 

(c) Inspect the bearings installed on the 
tail rotor yoke for proper arrangement with 
the apex of the etched V outboard and thrust 
faces Inboard as noted in section VI of 
Model 204B Maintenance and Overhaul In¬ 
struction Manual, or section m of Model 
205A/205A-1 Maintenance and Overhaul In¬ 
struction Manual, as applicable. If the bear¬ 
ings are not properly arranged, replace the 
affected bearings and tall rotor grip assem¬ 
bly prior to next flight. 

(d) Remove the tail rotor grip bearings 
from each yoke spindle and inspect the bear¬ 
ings for roughness or seizure. If the bearings 
are rough and unserviceable, replace the 
bearings prior to next flight. If the bearings 
are seized, replace the bearings and the mat¬ 
ing tall rotor grip assembly prior to next 
flight. 

(e) Assemble the tail rotor hub and blade 
assembly as noted in section VI of Model 
Manual, or section III of Model 205A/205A-1 
Maintenance and Overhaul Instruction Man¬ 
ual, as applicable. Apply sealant to the 
inboard end of each grip as specified In Bell 
Helicopter Co. Service Letter No. 204B-86/ 
205A-68, dated February 12. 1971, or later 
approved revision or as specified by an equiv¬ 
alent method approved by the Chief. Engi¬ 
neering and Manufacturing Branch, Flight 
standards Division, Southwest Region, FAA. 
Bailee the assembly as noted In the appro¬ 
priate model maintenance manual. 

(j) Install and track the tall rotor hub and 


blade 


assembly as noted in section VI of 


lodel 204B Maintenance and Overhaul In- 
5 nKA,i 0n Manual - or section III of Model 
^oa/2°5A-i Maintenance and Overhaul In¬ 
struction Manual, as applicable. 
tsJvffL** 16 manufacturer’s specifications and 
rif^? Ures iden tlfled and described in this 
1 nfJrl® are taoorporated herein and made 
» part hereof pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 552(a) (1). 
ho ^ ers f ns affected by this directive who 
fmm alread y received these documents 
lln ® the ^nufacturer may obtain copies 
™3 uest to the Service Manager, Bell 
nrS&SL Co ' Pos t Office Box 482, Fort 
^ 76101 - These documents may also 
ConrTc*? 1 2®** at omc e of the Regional 
^.Southwest Region, FAA, 4400 Blue 
R ° ad ’ Port Worth, TX, and at FAA 
VV^ U !T ter8 ’ 800 Inde pendence Avenue SW„ 
whfrn DC ‘ A historical file on this A.D. 
full Ulc \ ude3 the incorporated material in 
(iuart!^ intalned b * the FAA at its head- 
Soutw ^Washington. D.C., and at the 
Re &lon Office in Fort Worth. Tex. 
204 b!!s "Sc2 Copt€r Co * Service Bulletin No. 

to this subject.) ** atc< * June *• 1972 ' P ertalns 
June 23 I 972 ndment becomes effective 

W*2ia?*^u?!i ® 09, Aviation Act 

*858. 49 UJ5.C. 1364(a). 1421. 1423; sec. 


6(c), Department of Transportation Act, 49 
U.S.C. 1655(c)) 

Issued in Fort Worth, Tex., on June 13, 
1972. 

The incorporation by reference provi¬ 
sions in this document were approved by 
the Director of the Federal Register on 
June 19, 1967. 

Henry L. Newman, 
Director , Southwest Region. 

[FR Doc.72-9369 Filed 6-21-72;8:45 am] 


{Docket No. 11473, Admt. 39-1473] 

PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS 
DIRECTIVES 

Certain Dowty Rotol Type 
Propellers 

A proposal to amend Part 39 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations to include 
an airworthiness directive (AD) requir¬ 
ing corporation of Dowty Rotol Modifica¬ 
tion No. (c) VP.2676(Rev. 1) on Dowty 
Rotol. Ltd. types (c)R130/4-20-4/12E, 
(c) R186/4-30-4/16, <c) R187/4-30-4/18, 
(C)R193/4-3 0-4/50, (c)R184/4-30-4/50, 
(C) R259/4-40-4.5/17, (c)Rl 48/4-20-4/ 
21E, (OR175/4-30-4/13E, (c) R179/4-20- 
4/33, (c)R257/4-30-4/60, <c)R245/4-40- 
4.5/13, and (c)R209/4-40-4.5/2 propel¬ 
lers was published in the Federal Regis¬ 
ter on November 4, 1971 (36 F.R. 21210). 
The modification provides for replace¬ 
ment of the locking segments of the blade 
bearing retaining bolts with improved 
locking segments. The proposed AD 
would require that the modification be 
incorporated within the next 2,600 hours’ 
time in service after the effective date of 
the AD or at the next propeller overhaul, 
whichever occurred sooner. 

Interested persons have been given an 
opportunity to participate in the making 
of the amendment. All commentators ob¬ 
jected to the 2,600 hours’ time-in-service 
compliance terms. The reasons given by 
the commentators included unavailabil¬ 
ity of parts for timely accomplishment 
of the modification as well as exten¬ 
sive service experience indicating that 
compliance at next propeller overhaul 
would not derogate safety. The FAA did 
not intend that the proposed compliance 
term based on time in service would re¬ 
quire modification before the next pro¬ 
peller overhaul. That term was included 
to make the AD applicable to propellers 
in general aviation that are not subject 
to scheduled overhauls. The FAA believes 
that the time for compliance for such 
airplanes should allow as much time in 
service before modification as is per¬ 
mitted for those airplanes that are sub¬ 
ject to scheduled overhauls. Therefore, 
the AD has been revised to require com¬ 
pliance within the next 5,000 hours’ 
time in service, or at the next propeller 
overhaul, whichever occurs sooner. Since 
tills revision relieves a proposed restric¬ 
tion and imposes no additional burden 
on any person, notice and public pro¬ 
cedure hereon are unnecessary and the 
amendment may be made effective in less 
than 30 days. 


In consideration of the foregoing, and 
pursuant to the authority delegated to 
me by the Administrator (14 CFR 11.89), 
§ 39.13 of Part 39 of the Federal Aviation 
Regulations is amended by adding the 
following new airworthiness directive: 

Dowty Rotol, Ltd. Applies to Dowty Rotol 
Propeller Types (c) R130/4-20-4/12E, 
(c) R 186/4-30^1/16. (c) R187/4-30-4/18, 

(c) R193 /4-30-4 /50, (c) R184/4-30^i/50, 

(c) R259/4—40-4.5/17, (c)R143/4-20-4/ 

21E, (c)R175/4-30-4/ 13E, (c) R179/4-20- 
4/33. (C)R257/4-30-4/60 (C)R245/4-40- 
4.5/13, and (c) R209/4-40-4.5/2. These 
propellers are Installed on, but not nec¬ 
essarily limited to, BAC Viscount Models 
744, 745D, and 810; Armstrong Whitworth 
Model Argosy AW.650 Series 101; Fair- 
child and Fokker Models F27 and F227; 
Handley Puge Model Herald; and Grum¬ 
man Model Gulfstream G-169 airplanes. 

Compliance is required as Indicated un¬ 
less already accomplished. 

To prevent failure of a propeller blade due 
to the disengagement of the blade bearing 
retaining bolts resulting from excessive wear 
on the teeth of the locking segments, accom¬ 
plish the foUowing: 

Within the next 5,000 hours’ time in serv¬ 
ice or at the next propeller overhaul, after 
the effective date of this AD, whichever oc¬ 
curs sooner, incorporate Dowty Rotol Modifi¬ 
cation No. (c) VP.2676 (Rev. 1) in accord¬ 
ance with Dowty Rotol Limited Service Bul¬ 
letin No. 61-714, Revision 3, dated July 28, 
1971, or an FAA-approved equivalent. 

This amendment becomes effective 
July 22, 1972. 

(Secs. 313(a), 601, 603, Federal Aviation Aot 
of 1958, 49 U.S.C. 1354(a), 1421. 1423; sec. 
6(c). Department of Transportation Act, 49 
U.S.C. 1655(c)) 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on 
June 15, 1972. 

C. R. Melugin, Jr., 

Acting Director t 
Flight Standards Service . 

(FR Doc.72-9367 Filed 0-21-72;8:45 am) 


[Docket No. 72-EA-70, Arndt. 39-14711 

part 39—AIRWORTHINESS 
DIRECTIVES 

Fairchild Hiller Aircraft 

The Federal Aviation Administration 
is amending § 39.13 of Part 39 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations so as to 
issue an airworthiness directive appli¬ 
cable to Fairchild Hiller UH-12L type 
rotorcraft. 

There had been reports of cracks in 
the main rotor blades of the rotorcraft. 
Since this is a deficiency which can exist 
or develop in other rotorcraft of similar 
type design and because of the evident 
air safety problem, an airmail notice 
dated May 11, 1972, was sent to all 
owners of the subject rotorcraft re¬ 
quiring removal of certain serialized 
blades of part No. 53100-01. 

The same urgency still exists that this 
aii-worthiness directive be promulgated 
in the Federal Register and therefore 
notice and public procedure hereon are 
impractical and the rule may be made 
effective in less than 30 days. 

In consideration of the foregoing and 
pursuant to the authority delegated to 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 37, NO. 121—THURSDAY, JUNE 22, 1972 






12310 

me by the Administrator, 14 CFR 11.89 
(31 FR. 13697), § 39.13 of Part 39 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations is amended 
by adding the following new Airworthi¬ 
ness Directive: 

Applies to Fairchild Hiller UH-12L, UH- 
12L4, and UH-12E-L helicopters certificated 
in all categories. Within 10 hours in service 
after effective date of this airworthiness di¬ 
rective remove from service P/N 53100-01 
main rotor blades S/N’s 5, 21, 29, 66. 71,74, 88, 
125. 129, 130, 132, 142, 143, 158, 159, 160, 161, 
162, 171, and 176, and replace with blades 
P/N 53100-01 with S/N’s other than those 
listed. 

Within the next 6 months or 300 hours in 
service, whichever occurs first, after the effec¬ 
tive date of this AD and thereafter at inter¬ 
vals not to exceed 6 months or 300 hours in 
service, whichever occurs first after the last 
inspection. Inspect and alter all other UH- 
12L, UH-12L4 and UH-12E-L P/N 53100-01 
main rotor blades in accordance with Fair- 
child Hiller Service Letter UH12L-51-1 or an 
equivalent method approved by the Chief, 
Engineering and Manufacturing Branch, FAA 
Eastern Region. 

This amendment is effective June 27, 
1972, and was effective for all recipients 
of the airmail notice dated May 11,1972, 
which contained this airworthiness 
directive. 

(Sec. 313(a). 601, 603, Federal Aviation Act 
of 1958, 49 U.S.C. 1354(a), 1421, 1423; sec. 
6(c), Department of Transportation Act, 49 
UJ3.C. 1655(c)) 

Issued in Jamaica, N.Y., on June 14, 
1972. 

Robert H. Stanton, 
Acting Director, Eastern Region . 

[FR Doc.72-9368 Filed 6-21-72; 8:45 amj 


Chapter II—Civil Aeronautics Board 
SUBCHAPTER E—ORGANIZATION REGULATIONS 

[Reg. ORr-63. Arndt. 27) 

PART 385—DELEGATIONS AND RE¬ 
VIEW OF ACTION UNDER DELEGA¬ 
TION; NONHEARING MATTERS 

Delegation of Authority to Director, 
Bureau of Operating Rights, To 
Waive Certain Charter Regulations 

Adopted by the Civil Aeronautics 
Board at its office in Washington, D.C., 
on the 16th day of June 1972. 

By recently issued amendments to 
Parts 207, 208, 212, and 214 1 the Board 
added certain requirements designed to 
ameliorate the problem of the “strand¬ 
ing” abroad of participants in pro rata 
charter trips originating in the United 
States.* * The rules provide, inter alia, that 
a carrier performing a one-way charter 
flight originating from the United States 
must receive, in advance of departure, 
either confirmation that the returning 
carrier has received full payment, or a 
waiver from the Board. The waiver may 
be based either on the general grounds 
set forth in existing provisions for waiv¬ 


1 ER-740, ER-741, ER-742, and ERr-743. 
dated May 31. 1972, 37 F.R. 11235. 

* Sections 207.25, 208.202b, 212.25, and 
214.18. 
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ers of charter requirements 8 or on the 
specific ground that there has been a 
showing that the arrangements between 
the chartering organization and the 
charter participants do not involve the 
provision of return transportation to the 
United States. Under his existing dele¬ 
gated authority, the Director, Bureau of 
Operating Rights, may grant or deny re¬ 
quests for waiver of Parts 207, 208, 212, 
and 214 “where grant or denial of the 
request is in accordance with established 
Board precedent”. 4 This does not apply 
to waivers of the special requirements 
imposed by the new “stranding” rules, in¬ 
sofar as such waivers are based upon the 
specific ground provided therein, since 
there is no “established Board precedent” 
for waivers based on such grounds. We 
have therefore determined to delegate to 
the Director, Bureau of Operating Rights, 
authority to grant or deny requests for 
waiver of the new §§ 207.25, 208.202b. 
212.25, and 214.18, insofar as they are 
based upon the specific ground set forth 
in the new sections. 

Since the amendment being adopted 
herein is a rule of agency organization, 
the Board finds that notice and public 
procedure are not required, and the rule 
may be made effective immediately. 

In consideration of the foregoing, the 
Board hereby amends § 385.13 of the Or¬ 
ganization Regulations (14 CFR Part 
385), effective June 16, 1972, by adding a 
new paragraph (ee), the section as 
amended to read as follows: 

§ 385.13 Delegation to the Director, Bu¬ 
reau of Operating Rights. 


(ee) Grant or deny requests for w T aiver 
of §§ 207.25, 208.202b, 212.25, and 214.18 
of this chapter (Economic Regulations), 
based upon a showing that the arrange¬ 
ments between the chartering organiza¬ 
tion and the charter participants do not 
involve the provision of return trans¬ 
portation to the United States. 

(Sec. 204(a) of the Federal Aviation Act of 
1958, as amended, 72 Stat. 743 ; 49 U.S.C. 1324. 
Reorganization Plan No. 3 of 1961, 75 Stat. 
837, 26 FJt. 5989; 49 U.S.C. 1324 (note)) 

By the Civil Aeronautics Board. 

[seal] Harry J. Zink, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc.72-9438 Filed 6-21-72,8:51 am) 

Title 21—FOOD AND DRUGS 

Chapter I—Food and Drug Adminis¬ 
tration, Department of Health, Ed¬ 
ucation, and Welfare 

SUBCHAPTER B—FOOD AND FOOD PRODUCTS 

PART 121—FOOD ADDITIVES 

Subpart D—Food Additives Permitted 
in Food for Human Consumption 

2,4-d 

A notice was published by the Environ¬ 
mental Protection Agency in the Federal 


•Sections 207.16. 208.3a, 212.13, and 214.3. 
•Section 385.13(cc). 


Register of April 27, 1972 (37 FR. 8460), 
proposing establishment of a tolerance 
of 0.1 part per million for negligible 
residues of the herbicide 2,4-D<2,4- 
dichlorophenoxyacetic acid) in potable 
water from application of its dimethyla- 
mine salt to irrigation ditch banks. No 
comments or requests for referral to an 
advisory committee were received. 

It is concluded that the proposal 
should be adopted. 

The Reorganization Plan No. 3 of 1970, 
published in the Federal Register of 
October 6. 1970 (35 F.R. 15623), trans¬ 
ferred (effective December 2,1970 > to the 
Administrator of the Environmental Pro¬ 
tection Agency the functions vested in 
the Secretary of Health, Education, and 
Welfare for establishing tolerances for 
pesticide chemicals under sections 406. 
408, and 409 of the Federal Food, Drug, 
and Cosmetic Act (21 U.S.C. 346, 346a, 
and 348). 

Therefore, pursuant to provisions of 
the act (sec. 409(d), 72 Stat. 1787; 21 
U.S.C. 348(d)). the authority trans¬ 
ferred to the Administrator of the En¬ 
vironmental Protection Agency (35 FH. 
15623), and the authority delegated by 
the Administrator to the Deputy Assist¬ 
ant Administrator for Pesticides Pro¬ 
grams (36 F.R. 9038), § 121.1204 is re¬ 
vised to read as follows: 

§ 121.1201 2,4-D. 

Tolerances are established for residues 
of the herbicides 2,4-D (2,4-dichlorophe- 
noxyacetic acid) as follows: 

2 parts per million in the milled frac¬ 
tions (except flour) derived from barley, 
oats, rye, and wheat to be Ingested as 
food or to be converted to food. Such 
residues may be present therein only as a 
result of application to the growing crop 
of the herbicides identified in Title 40, 
§ 180.142. 

0.1 part per million (negligible residue) 
in potable water. Such residues may be 
present therein only as a result of appli¬ 
cation of the dimethylamine salt of 2,4-D 
to irrigation ditch banks in the Western 
United States in programs of the Bureau 
of Reclamation; cooperating water user 
organizations; the Bureau of Sport Fish¬ 
eries. U.S. Department of the Interior: 
Agricultural Research Service, U.S. De¬ 
partment of Agriculture and the Corps 
of Engineers, U.S. Department oi 
Defense. 

Any person who will be adversely af¬ 
fected by the foregoing order may at 
any time within 30 days after its date 
of publication in the Federal Register 
file with the Objections Clerk, Envhon- 
mental Protection Agency, Room 31-3- 
South Agriculture Building, 12th Stree 
and Independence Avenue SW., Wash¬ 
ington, DC 20460, written objections 
thereto in quintuplicate. Objections sha 
show wherein the person filing will 
adversely affected by the order a 31 
specify with particularity the provisions 
of the order deemed objectionable an 
the grounds for the objections. If a keai 
ing is requested, the objections must state 
the issues for the hearing. A hearing * 
be granted if the objections are suPP orl ^ 
by grounds legally sufficient to 
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the relief sought. Objections may be ac¬ 
companied by a memorandum or brief 
in support thereof. 

Effective date . This order shall become 
effective on its date of publication in the 
Federal Register (6-22-72). 

(Sec. 409(d). 72 Stat. 1787; 21 U.S.C. 348(d)) 

Dated: June 14. 1972. 

William M. UraoLT, 

Deputy Assistant Administrator 
for Pesticides Programs. 

[FR Doc.72-9430 Filed 6-21-72:8:50 am] 


Title 32—NATIONAL DEFENSE 


Chapter XVI—Selective Service 
System 

PART 1632—DELIVERY AND 
INDUCTION 

Enlistment of Registrants Ordered 
for Induction 


Whereas, on May 19.1972, the Director 
of Selective Service published a notice of 
a proposed amendment to Selective Serv¬ 
ice Regulations, 37 F.R. 10086 of May 19, 
1972; and 

Whereas, such publication complied 
with the publication requirement of sec¬ 
tion 13(b) of the Military Selective Serv¬ 
ice Act (50 U.S.C. sections 451 et seq.) in 
that more than 30 days have elapsed 
subsequent to such publication during 
which period comments from the public 
nave been received and considered; and 
I certify that I have requested the views 
of officials named in section 2(a) of Ex¬ 
ecutive Order 11623 and none of them 
has timely requested that the matter 
be referred to the President for decision. 

Now therefore by virtue of the author¬ 
ity vested in me by the Military Selective 
service Act, as amended (50 App. U.S.C. 
sections 451 et seq.) and Executive Order 
U623 of October 12, 1971, the Selective 
service Regulations, constituting a por- 
°* Chapter XVI of Title 32 of the 
^ode of Federal Regulations, are hereby 
amended, effective 11:59 p.m., e.d^.t., on 
Jime 22,1972, as follows: 
foU 1632,12 is added to read as 


§ 1632.12 Enlistment of registrants or 
ucred for induction. 

ttJfifi en 5 ver a local b °ard receives £ 
Notmcation of Entry Into Active Mill- 

nf 3 KjrT^f vlce (DD Form 53) or a Recorc 
Fnr5? U !, t f ry Status of Registrant (DE 
44) evidencing that one of iti 
egistrants to whom an induction ordei 
ann/ ,rf. ei \ Issued has been enlisted oi 
after June 30, 1972, in tin 
of the United States, in- 
tbe reserve components thereof 
ment 4 d of enlis tment or appoint- 
SR* « teast 10 days prior to hi: 
It reportin S date for inductior 

classirv Kp° Pen his clas siflcation anc 
^ssify him anew. A registrant who be- 

and G f n member of a reserve componeni 
to serve satisfactorily during 


his obligated period of service therein 
may be inducted in accord with § 1631.7 
of this chapter. 

Byron V. Pepitone, 

Acting Director. 

June 19, 1972. 

(FR Doc.72-9452 Filed 6-21-72:8:52 am] 

Title 40—PROTECTION OF 
ENVIRONMENT 

Chapter I—Environmental Protection 
Agency 

SUBCHAPTER E—PESTICIDES PROGRAMS 

PART 180—TOLERANCES AND EX¬ 
EMPTIONS FROM TOLERANCES 
FOR PESTICIDE CHEMICALS IN OR 
ON RAW AGRICULTURAL COM¬ 
MODITIES 

2,4-D 

A notice was published by the Environ¬ 
mental Protection Agency in the Fed¬ 
eral Register of April 27, 1972 (37 F.R. 
8462), proposing establishment of tol¬ 
erances for negligible residues of the 
herbicide 2,4-D (2,4-dichlorophenoxya- 
cetic acid) at 0.1 part per million in or 
on various raw agricultural commodi¬ 
ties from application of its dimethyla- 
mine salt to irrigation ditch banks. No 
comments or requests for referral to an 
advisory committee were received. 

It is concluded that the proposal 
should be adopted. 

Therefore, pursuant to provisions of 
the Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic 
Act (sec. 408(e), 68 Stat. 514; 21 U.S.C. 
346a(e)), the authority transferred to 
the Administrator of the Environmen¬ 
tal Protection Agency (35 F.R. 15623), 
and the authority delegated by the Ad¬ 
ministrator to the Deputy Assistant 
Administrator for Pesticides Programs 
(36 F.R. 9038), § 180.142 is amended by 
inserting new paragraph (c) after para¬ 
graph (b), as follows: 

§ 180.142 2,4-D; tolerances for residues. 

***** 

(c) Tolerances are established for 
negligible residues of 2,4-D (2,4-dichlor- 
ophenoxyacetic acid) from application 
of its dimethylamine salt to irrigation 
ditch banks in the Western United States 
in programs of the Bureau of Reclama¬ 
tion; cooperating water user organiza¬ 
tions; the Bureau of Sport Fisheries, UB. 
Department of the Interior; Agricultural 
Research Service, U.S. Department of 
Agriculture and the Corps of Engineers, 
U.S. Department of Defense, at 0.1 part 
per million in or on the crop groupings: 
Citrus; cucurbits; forage grasses; forage 
legumes; fruiting vegetables; grain 
crops; leafy vegetables; nuts; pome 
fruits; root crop vegetables; seed and 
pod vegetables; small fruits; stone fruits; 
and the individual raw agricultural com¬ 
modities avocados, cottonseed, hops, and 
strawberries. Where tolerances are es¬ 
tablished at higher levels from other 


uses of 2,4-D on the subject crops, the 
higher tolerance applies also to residues 
from the irrigation ditch bank use cited 
above. 

Any person who will be adversely af¬ 
fected by the foregoing order may at 
any time within 30 days after its date 
of publication in the Federal Register 
file with the Hearing Clerk, Environmen¬ 
tal Protection Agency, Room 3125, South 
Agriculture Building, 12th Street and 
Independence Avenue SW., Washington, 
DC 20460, written objections thereto in 
quintuplicate. Objections shall show 
wherein the person filing will be ad¬ 
versely affected by the order and specify 
with particularity the provisions of the 
order deemed objectionable and the 
grounds for the objections. If a hearing 
is requested, the objections must state 
the issues for the hearing. A hearing will 
be granted if the objections are sup¬ 
ported by grounds legally sufficient to 
justify the relief sought. Objections may 
be accompanied by a memorandum or 
brief in support thereof. 

Effective date. This order shall become 
effective on its date of publication in the 
Federal Register (6-22-72). 

(Sec. 408(e), 68 Stat. 514; 21 U.S.C. 346a(e)) 

Dated: June 14.1972. 

William M. Upholt, 
Deputy Assistant Administrator 
for Pesticides Programs. 

(FR Doc.72-9429 FUed 6-21-72;8:50 am] 


PART 180—tolerances and ex¬ 
emptions FROM TOLERANCES 
FOR PESTICIDE CHEMICALS IN OR 
ON RAW AGRICULTURAL COM¬ 
MODITIES 


Benomyl 

A petition (PP 2F1234) was filed by 
E. I. du Pont de Nemours & Co.. Inc., 
Wilmington. DE 19898, in accordance 
with provisions of the Federal Food, 
Drug, and Cosmetic Act (21 U.S.C. 346a), 
proposing establishment of a tolerance 
for residues of the fungicide benomyl 
(methyl l-(butylcarbamoyl) -2-benzi- 
midazolecarbamate) in or on the raw ag¬ 
ricultural commodity bananas from pre¬ 
harvest and postharvest application at 1 
part per million of which not more than 
0.2 part per million (negligible residue) 
shall be present in the pulp after the peel 
is removed and discarded. 

Based on consideration given the data 
submitted in the petition and other rele¬ 
vant material, it is concluded this: 

1. The fungicide is useful for the pur¬ 
pose for which the tolerance is estab¬ 
lished. 

2. The proposed use is not reasonably 
expected to result in residues of the 
fungicide in meat and milk. The use is 
classified in the category specified in 
§ 180.6(a) (3). 

3. The tolerance established by this 
order will protect the public health. 

Therefore, pursuant to provisions of 
the Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic 
Act (sec. 408(d)(2), 68 Stat. 512; 21 
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U.S.C. 346a(d) (2)), the authority trans¬ 
ferred to the Administrator of the En¬ 
vironmental Protection Agency (35 F.R. 
15623), and the authority delegated by 
the Administrator to the Deputy As¬ 
sistant Administrator for Pesticides 
Programs (36 F.R. 9038), § 180.294 is 
amended by revising the paragraph “1 
part per million in or on bananas ***** 
to read as follows: 

§ 180.294 Bcnomyl; tolerances for resi¬ 
due*. 

* # * • • 

One part per million in or on bananas, 
of which not more than 0.2 part per mil¬ 
lion (negligible residue) shall be present 
in the pulp after the peel is removed and 
discarded, from preharvest and post¬ 
harvest application. 

• ♦ • • • 

Any person who will be adversely af¬ 
fected by the foregoing order may at 
any time within 30 days after its date of 
publication in the Federal Register file 
with the Hearing Clerk, Environmental 
Protection Agency, Room 3125, South 
Agriculture Building, 12th Street and In¬ 
dependence Avenue SW., Washington, 
D.C. 20460, written objections thereto in 
quin tuplic ate. Objections shall show 
wherein the person filing will be adverse¬ 
ly affected by the order and specify with 
particularity the provisions of the order 
deemed objectionable and the grounds 
for the objections. If a hearing is re¬ 
quested, the objections must state the 
issues for the hearing. A hearing will 
be granted if the objections are sup¬ 
ported by grounds legally sufficient to 
justify the relief sought. Objections may 
be accompanied by a memorandum or 
brief in support thereof. 

Effective date. This order shall be¬ 
come effective on its date of publication 
in the Federal Register (6-22-72). 

(Sec. 408(d)(2), 68 Stat. 512; 21 U.S.C. 
346a(d)(2) 

Dated: June 14, 1972. 

William M. Upholt, 
Deputy Assistant Administrator 
lor Pesticides Programs. 

(FR Doc.72-9431 Filed 6-21-72;8:50 am) 

Title 41—PUBLIC CONTRACTS 
AND PROPERTY MANAGEMENT 

Chapter 101—Federal Property 
Management Regulations 

SUBCHAPTER D—PUBLIC BUILDINGS AND SPACE 

PART 101-17—CONSTRUCTION AND 
ALTERATION OF PUBLIC BUILDINGS 

Consideration of Socioeconomic Im¬ 
pact When Selecting Locations for 

Federal Buildings 

Correction 

In FJR. Doc. 72-8535 appearing at page 
11323 of the issue for Wednesday, 
June 7, 1972, the phrase “the w T ork of 


living American artists.” should be added 
as the last line of § 101-17.102(m). 


Title 47—TELECOMMUNICATION 

Chapter I—Federal Communications 
Commission 

[Docket No. 16495; FCC 72-631 J 

PART 25—SATELLITE 
COMMUNICATIONS 

Establishment of Domestic Communi¬ 
cations—Satellite Facilities by 

Nongovernmental Entities; Second 
Report and Order 

1. Proceedings before the commission. 
1. This proceeding was instituted by the 
Commission on March 2, 1966 (notice of 
inquiry, 31 F.R. 3507; supplemental no¬ 
tice of inquiry, October 20, 1966, 31 F.R. 
13763) to explore various legal, techni¬ 
cal, and policy questions associated with 
the possible authorization of domestic 
communications satellite facilities to 
nongovernmental entities. On March 24, 
1970, the Commission issued a first report 
and order (1970 Report) inviting the 
submission of applications to assist our 
determinations (22 FCC 2d 86, 35 F.R. 
5356), and consolidated a concurrently 
issued notice of proposed rule making 
(22 FCC 2d 810). In response to the 
1970 Report, system applications were 
filed by the following: 

The Western Union Telegraph Co. (Western 
Union). 

Hughes Aircraft Co. and various telephone 
operating companies of GTE Service Corp. 
(Hughes/GTE). 

Western Tele-Communications, Inc. (WTCI). 
RCA Global Communications, Inc., and RCA 
Alaska Communications, Inc. (RCA Glob- 
com/RCA Alascom or "the RCA appli¬ 
cants"). 

Communications Satellite Corp. and Ameri¬ 
can Telephone & Telegraph Co. (Comsat/ 
A.T. & T.). 

Comsat. 

MCI Lockheed Satellite Corp. (MCI Lock¬ 
heed). 

Fairchild Industries, Inc. (Fairchild). 

In addition, applications for earth sta¬ 
tions only were filed by: 

Hawaiian Telephone Co. 

Twin County Trans-Video, Inc. 

Tele Prompter Corp. 

LVO Cable, Inc., and United Video, Inc. 
Phoenix Satellite Corp. 

2. Comments and reply comments on 
the applications and rule making issues 
were received from the applicants and 
other interested parties. By a memoran¬ 
dum opinion and order issued on 
March 17, 1972 (34 FCC 2d 1), the Com¬ 
mission afforded the parties an oppor¬ 
tunity to file written comments and to 
be heard orally on a proposed second re¬ 
port and order (34 FCC 2d 9) recom¬ 
mended by the Chief of the Common 
Carrier Bureau (staff recommendation). 


Written comments were received and 
oral argument before the Commiision 
en banc was held on May 1-2, 1972. 1 

3. Upon consideration of the entire 
record, we are of the view that the staff 
recommendation adequately describes 
the background of this proceeding, the 
general nature of the pending applica¬ 
tions, and the previously filed comments 
and reply comments of the parties on the 
applications and rule making issues. Ac¬ 
cordingly, we will adopt the descriptive 
portions of the staff recommendation 
without reiterating such material here. 
However, as stated in the memorandum 
opinion and order of March 17, 1972, our 
action in designating the staff recom¬ 
mendation for written and oral com¬ 
ment was taken 4 ‘before reaching any 
determinations in this matter” and 
“therefore does not reflect any predis¬ 
position by the Commission with respect 
to the resolution of the issues involved” 
(34 FCC 2d at 2). The Commissions 
determinations, which are set forth be¬ 
low, incorporate the staff’s reasoning and 
conclusions on the issues only as ex¬ 
pressly indicated herein or to the extent 
that they are clearly consistent with our 
statements of policy and conclusions. 

II. Introductory policy statement. 4. As 
the Commission recognized in the 1970 
Report (22 FCC 2d at 88. 95-96), and as 
confirmed by the applications and re¬ 
sponses filed pursuant to that report, the 
satellite technology has the potential of 
making significant contributions to the 
Nation's domestic communications struc¬ 
ture by providing a better means of serv¬ 
ing certain of the existing markets and 
developing new markets not now being 
served. There are concrete proposals be¬ 
fore us for the use of communications 
satellites to augment the long-haul ter¬ 
restrial facilities of existing carriers for 

point-to-point switched transmissions 

services, and to connect offshore distant 
domestic points (i.e., Alaska, Hawaii, 
Puerto Rico) to the contiguous States. 
There are also proposals for the use oi 
satellites as a means of providing point- 
to-multipoint services, such as program 
transmission, although plans for suen 
use are now most tentative and uncer¬ 
tain. Other proposals reflect the view 
that the most important value of domes¬ 
tic satellites at the present time lies m 
their potential for developing new ma - 
kets and for expanding existing market 
for specialized communications service®- 

5. Notwithstanding the specific pro¬ 
posals that have been submitted, the tr 
extent and nature of the public bene 
that satellites may produce in the dome- 
tic field remains to be demonstrated. i 
United States has a well-developed an 

rapidly expanding complex of terresir 


* Two entities who had not previously 
icipated in this proceeding were *£2 oi 
eave to be heard orally: The Depart®^** 
)efense and the Network Project (rt/ t 
14). The motions of various parties to cv 
he transcript of oral argument are ^ 
ranted. Some applicants have su . 
tatements, without leave from 1 to 

aisslon, purportedly in further respo ftt 
luestions from individual Commits nts 

he oral argument. While such st ^ 
lave been placed in the record, v 
ely on them. 
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faculties, and advances in terrestrial 
technology and operations can be ex¬ 
pected to continue the present trend 
toward reduced transmission costs and 
more efficient services. Although point¬ 
ing to some increased operational flexi¬ 
bility in the routing of its traffic, the 
predominant terrestrial carrier, A.T. & T., 
disclaims that the satellite technology 
presently offers any cost savings or other 
marked advantages over terrestrial facil¬ 
ities in the provision of the switched 
services that constitute the bulk of it s 
traffic, message toll telephone (MTT) 
and wide area telephone service 
(WATS). At the same time, there is an 
uncertainty, that can only be resolved 
by actual operating experience, as to 
whether the time delay inherent in voice 
communications via synchronous satel¬ 
lites will provide an acceptable quality of 
service to the general public when domes¬ 
tic telephone traffic is routed indiscrimi¬ 
nately and on a large scale basis via 
satellite and terrestrial facilities. 

6. Although the satellite technology 
appears to have great promise of im¬ 
mediate public benefit in the specialized 
communications market, here too there 
are uncertainties as to how effectively 
and readily satellite services can develop 
or penetrate that market. Thus, in the 
area of point-to-multipoint transmis¬ 
sion, the commercial broadcast networks 
are as yet undecided as to whether to 
use this technology in whole or in part. 
We do have a concrete proposal for a 
CATV network from Hughes, expres¬ 
sions of interest by public broadacsting 
and other educational entities, and the 
possibility of interest by independent 
suppliers of program material to CATV 
and broadcast outlets. Moreover, several 
system applicants, in addition to seek¬ 
ing to attract program transmission 
business, have premised their proposals 
on the sale of other specialized services— 
m part as a complement to existing or 
proposed terrestrial offerings, but in the 
main with the expectation of expanding 
existing special service markets and de¬ 
veloping new markets. To be sure, the 
applications generally do not identify 
specific services that are new or innova- 
r,° wever - to our judgment, the un¬ 
certainties as to the nature and scope 
cp*ir e speclal markets and innovative 
services that might be stimulated will 
only be resolved by experience with 
operational facilities. 

hJ' U .^ er toe circumstances, we will 
in by the following objectives 

‘J} r0M *Wing the policies to govern 
and regulation of the con- 
for h on auc * 1156 satellite systems 
nam i mestic communications purposes. 


U a maxi mize the opportunities fox 
er*t£i y ac( luisition of technical, op- 
an ^ marketing data and ex- 
ence in the use of this technology 
all new com mimications resource fox 
aj types of services; 

nitv L' r ° afford a reasonable opportu- 
how ° r multiple entities to demonstrate 
chara/^i opera tional and economic 
ttth i rtStics peculiar to the satellite 

istin ° 0gy Can be usec * t 0 P rovi de ex- 
2 and new specialized services more 


economically and efficiently than can 
be done by terrestrial facilities; 

(c) To facilitate the efficient develop¬ 
ment of this new resource by removing 
or neutralizing existing institutional re¬ 
straints or inhibitions; and 

(d) To retain leeway and flexibility 
in our policymaking with respect to the 
use of satellite technology for domestic 
communications so as to make such ad¬ 
justments therein as future experience 
and circumstances may dictate. 

8. We are further of the view that mul¬ 
tiple entry is most likely to produce a 
fruitful demonstration of the extent to 
which the satellite technology may be 
used to provide existing and new special¬ 
ized services more economically and ef¬ 
ficiently than can be done by terrestrial 
facilities. Though specialized services 
constitute a relatively small percentage 
of A.T. & T.’s total traffic, it is presently 
the predominant terrestrial supplier of 
specialized services. There is some exist¬ 
ing and potential competition from West¬ 
ern Union and any new specialized car¬ 
riers authorized pursuant to the Com¬ 
mission’s decision in Specialized Com¬ 
mon Carrier Services (29 FCC 2d 870). 
But the capacity of their terrestrial fa¬ 
cilities is small compared to those of 
A.T. & T. or the high capacity facilities 
proposed by the satellite system appli¬ 
cants.* The presence of competitive 
sources of supply of specialized services, 
both among satellite system licensees and 
between satellite and terrestrial systems, 
should encourage service and technical 
innovation and provide an impetus for 
efforts to minimize costs and charges to 
the public. 

9. Of course, the incentive for competi¬ 
tive entry by financially responsible 
satellite system entrepreneurs to develop 
specialized markets must be meaningful 
and not just token. This requires that we 
take appropriate measures toward the 
end that a reasonable opportunity for 
effective entry is not defeated or weak¬ 
ened by A.T. & T., either directly or 
through its existing or future relation¬ 
ships with Comsat. In this regard, we 
cannot ignore the effects upon achieve¬ 
ment of our objectives that might result 
from A.T. & T.’s existing economic 
strength and dominance stemming from 
its multibillion dollar terrestrial invest¬ 
ments and operations and its permeating 
presence and influence in all domestic 
communications markets. Nor can we 
ignore the ability of A.T. & T.—an ability 
not possessed by other applicants—to 
load a high capacity satellite system with 
MTT and WATS traffic and thereby con¬ 
trol the cost of specialized services fur¬ 
nished via that system. Other applicants, 
lacking a similar initial traffic nucleus, 
would be operating—at least initially— 
with lightly loaded, costly facilities until 
such time as they might succeed in re¬ 
ducing their unit costs by a substantial 
specialized traffic fill. 

10. In addition, where A.T. & T. com¬ 
bines its monopoly and competitive senr- 
ices on the same facilities, it is difficult 


* The Commission has also authorized ter¬ 
restrial facilities to various miscellaneous 
carriers providing program transmission serv¬ 
ice to CATV systems and broadcasters. 


to identify A.T. k T.’s relevant costs as¬ 
sociated with specialized services to in¬ 
sure that revenues from the monopoly 
services are not being used to subsidize 
any part of its competitive services. Thus, 
if A.T. & T. were permitted unrestricted 
use of satellites for both monopoly and 
specialized services, this might obscure 
any meaningful comparison of operating 
costs between satellite and terrestrial fa¬ 
cilities for the provision of specialized 
services as well as curtail any realistic 
opportunity for entry by others to serve 
the specialized markets via satellite. 

11. We recognize that the problem of 
cross-subsidy now exists with respect to 
the establishment of rates and identifica¬ 
tion of relevant costs for specialized serv¬ 
ices furnished by A.T. & T. terrestrially. 
However, this longstanding problem 
would be exacerbated by permitting the 
troublesome monopoly and competitive 
service combinations to be carried over 
into this new arena. Moreover, the cross¬ 
subsidy aspect is only part of the deter¬ 
rent to a reasonable opportunity for com¬ 
petitive satellite entry in the specialized 
field and, even if resolved, would not over¬ 
come A.T. k T.’s unique advantage of 
being able to control satellite circuit costs 
by the extent to which it chooses to load 
the high capacity satellite facilities with 
telephone traffic while the specialized 
field is being developed.** 

12. All of the foregoing factors and 
concerns with respect to A.T. & T., in our 
judgment, might well result in discour¬ 
aging or deterring others from attempt¬ 
ing to penetrate the markets for special¬ 
ized services. As a further consequence. 
A.T. & T.’s dominance in the communi¬ 
cations field would be extended rather 
than lessened in the domestic area. This 
would derogate from our policy of seek¬ 
ing to promote an environment in which 
new suppliers of communications services 
would have a bona fide opportunity for 
competitive entxy. This policy was the 
basis for our decision in the Specialized 
Common Carrier Services proceeding (29 
FCC 2d 870). While this policy explicitly 
accommodates an opportunity for A.T. 
k T. and other existing carriers to com¬ 
pete “fully and fairly” with new entrants, 
it does not preclude the Commission from 
taking reasonable measures to assure 
that competitive entry would be a mean¬ 
ingful reality in the high capacity satel¬ 
lite field. Paragraph 104 of the Special¬ 
ized Carrier decision states; 

Wo further stress that our policy determi¬ 
nation as to new specialized carrier entry 
terrestrially, does not afford any measure of 
protection against domestic communications 
satellite entry or otherwise prejudge our de¬ 
termination In Docket No. 16495 as to what 


*• We recognize that A.T. & T., in its offer¬ 
ings of specialized services, may not, for rate 
purposes, distinguish between specialized 
services provided via satellite on the one 
hand, and terrestrial facilities on the other 
hand, and thus somewhat alleviate the com¬ 
petitive problem. However, we believe that 
it will from a regulatory standpoint compli¬ 
cate a definitive comparison between the 
relative cost and other advantages of satellite 
and terrestrial facilities in serving the com¬ 
petitive market for specialized services. 
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course would best serve the public interest 
in the domestic satellite field (29 FCC 2d at 
290). 

13. The same considerations lead us to 
conclude that the achievement of our 
objectives would be prejudiced by au¬ 
thorizing the Comsat/A.T. & T. proposal 
based on their contractual arrangement. 
First, since A.T. & T. is a principal source 
of the domestic service revenue that 
Comsat would seek to obtain, it is not 
realistic to expect Comsat to compete 
vigorously in the provision of specialized 
services on an end-to-end or “retail” 
basis and thereby challenge A.T. & T.’s 
terrestrial domination in this field. Sec¬ 
ondly, if Comsat should proceed in the 
dual capacities proposed in its two pend¬ 
ing system applications, the revenues 
that would be guaranteed to Comsat 
from the A.T. & T. contractual arrange¬ 
ment would give it an extraordinary ad¬ 
vantage and headstart over all other 
potential domestic satellite entrants 
seeking to develop specialized services in 
competition with Comsat as well as with 
A.T. & T.’s terrestrial services. If Comsat 
were given the option of serving A.T. & T. 
solely and accepted it, such a course 
would unnecessarily deprive others of 
the benefit of Comsat’s expertise in the 
communications satellite field. If Comsat 
were to elect to serve only entities other 
than A.T. & T., its expertise and facili¬ 
ties would be available to the public and 
carriers other than A.T. & T. But if Com¬ 
sat is to be authorized to provide satel¬ 
lite services to A.T. & T., it should 
operate exclusively as a carrier’s car¬ 
rier—not engaged in retailing communi¬ 
cations services to the public—and pro¬ 
vide such service under a tariff offering 
which would afford an opportunity for 
other carriers to have nondiscriminatory 
access to the same system. 

14. Finally, our consideration of the 
conditions under which A.T. & T. and 
Comsat should be permitted to enter the 
domestic satellite field is necessarily af¬ 
fected by A.T. & T.’s ownership of 29 
percent of Comsat’s stock and its ability 
to elect three of the 15 Comsat directors. 
Such ownership was contemplated and 
encouraged by the Congress in enacting 
the Communications Satellite Act of 
1962 (see section 394(b) (2)). Thus, this 
is not a matter over which Comsat has 
any control. However, that Act, which 
was formulated to meet the Nation’s 
policies and objectives with respect to the 
earliest possible establishment of a global 
communications satellite system, does 
not preclude authorized carriers from 
voluntarily disposing of their shares of 
Comsat stock." All of the major carriers 
who originally owned Comsat stock, ex¬ 
cept A.T. & T., have since divested their 
interests. While the participation of ex¬ 


* Indeed, in 1969 Congress amended the 
1962 Act to provide for fewer common carrier 
elected directors in proportion to their de¬ 
crease in stock ownership in Comsat (47 
UjS.C. 733). This schedule contemplates that 
the percentage of common carrier stock own¬ 
ership may fall below 8 percent, in which 
event there would be no directors elected by 
common carriers. 
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perienced carriers had a useful function 
when Comsat was newly organized and 
gaining communications experience, this 
relationship warrants reassessment in 
light of current conditions. 

15. Aside from the foregoing basic con¬ 
siderations of fairness and equity we re¬ 
affirm the staff recommendation in favor 
of multiple entry. In this connection it 
is important also to take cognizance of 
the fact that the initial implementation 
of domestic satellites does not confront 
us with a normal or routine situation. 
Some departures from conventional 
standards may be required if the public 
is to realize the potential benefits of this 
high capacity technology and we are to 
pursue our objective of competitive en¬ 
try. This is true not only in the case of 
A.T. & T., but also for other applicants 
because of different factors. For example, 
as the staff points out, the capacity pro¬ 
posed by most system applicants sub¬ 
stantially exceeds the traffic under their 
control or firm customer commitments. 
They are relying primarily on specula¬ 
tive business which they hope will mate¬ 
rialize after the facilities become opera¬ 
tional. We must, of course, make the 
requisite statutory findings as to an ap¬ 
plicant’s financial qualification and abil¬ 
ity to implement its proposal, and w f e can 
require a reasonable showing that there 
will be no adverse impact on rates or 
services to customers of carrier appli¬ 
cants now engaged in providing essential 
communications services to the public. 
But if we adhere too strictly to conven¬ 
tional standards in this unconventional 
situation, such as requiring a persuasive 
showing by new entrants that competi¬ 
tion is reasonably feasible and that the 
anticipated market can economically 
support its proposed facilities, most such 
new applicants may in effect be denied 
any opportunity to demonstrate the mer¬ 
its of their proposals at their own risk 
and without potential dangers to exist¬ 
ing services—thereby depriving the pub¬ 
lic of the potential benefits to be derived 
from diverse approaches by multiple en¬ 
trants. It is our judgment that the po¬ 
tential benefits to the public warrant the 
application of rules and policies which 
will afford a reasonable opportunity for 
domestic satellite facilities to be estab¬ 
lished initially on a competitive basis. It 
is also necessary to retain flexiblity to 
alter our initial determinations in the 
light of evolving circumstances. 

nr. Determinations on the issues. A. 
Number of systems to be authorized ini - 
tially. 16. In light of the foregoing policy 
objectives, we have concluded that the 
public interest would be best served at 
this initial stage by affording a reason¬ 
able opportunity for entry by qualified 
applicants, both pending and new, sub¬ 
ject to the showings and conditions de¬ 
scribed below which we believe to be 
necessary to implement our objectives 
and to protect the public. We have 
reached this decision after consideration 
of the various alternatives discussed in 
the staff recommendation (paragraphs 
45-78) and the views expressed by the 
parties. 


17. Like the staff and most parties, we 
think it unwise to attempt to select or 
prescribe one system (either a con¬ 
sortium of all the applicants or selection 
of one applicant) or to choose one or 
more systems through comparative hear¬ 
ings. In addition to the reasons given by 
the staff (staff recommendation, para¬ 
graphs 50-61), which we adopt, such a 
course would not promote our policy ob¬ 
jectives discussed above. However, we are 
not accepting the alternative recom¬ 
mended by the staff (paragraphs 71-78) 
of requiring or encouraging consolida¬ 
tions of applicants along guidelines pre¬ 
scribed by the Commission. While we 
recognize that there may well be ad¬ 
vantages to and need for voluntary con¬ 
solidations or sharing arrangements 
(such as “launch risk pools”) undertaken 
at the applicants’ initiative as a matter 
of prudent business judgment, we do not 
deem it advisable to structure the 
architecture of any joint space segment 
operations. Rather, we will permit and 
encourage such arrangements so long as 
they are consistent with the policy con¬ 
ditions set forth herein. Accordingly, we 
will accord the system applicants a 30- 
day period within which to apprise the 
Commission as to whether they intend to 
pursue their pending applications, as 
modified to achieve compliance with this 
Second Report and Order, or whether 
they desire further time to reframe their 
proposals. 

18. Our decision in favor of multiple 

entry does not mean that we have opted 
for a policy of “unlimited or unre¬ 
stricted open entry.” Our aim, as out¬ 
lined above, is to afford qualified appli¬ 
cants a reasonable opportunity to 
demonstrate the public advantages in 
use of the satellite technology as a 
means of communications. But such en¬ 
try cannot be “open” in the sense that 
it is without any restrictions or limita¬ 
tions. Pursuant to statute we must re¬ 
quire showings of financial, technical 
and other qualification and make the 
requisite finding that a grant of the par¬ 
ticular proposal will serve the public 
interest, convenience and necessity. Al¬ 
though, as discussed in paragraph 
above, it is our intention to make sucn 
determinations with due regard for tnc 
unique circumstances involved here, 
each applicant must make a sufficient 
showing of potential public benefit w 
justify the assignment of orbital loca¬ 
tions and frequencies. Moreover, we be¬ 
lieve it necessary to impose certain con¬ 
ditions to protect the public from po®* 
sible detriment and to further the im¬ 
plementation of our policy objectives. 
addition to the conditions discussed 
low. we will require a reasonable sno * 
ing by any common carrier aPP uc *j* 
now engaged in providing essential com¬ 
munications services that revenue re* 
quirements related to the proposed a 
mestic satellite venture will not be 
burden or detriment to customers J 
such essential services. . M 

B. Conditions on system applicants 
policy grounds. 19. Insofar as the 
recommends that none of the pen fl1 ?* 
applicants should be disqualified on r 
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basis of the information now before us, 
we are generally in agreement with the 
staff’s position and much of its reason¬ 
ing (staff recommendation, paragraphs 
82-119), 4 However, we will address the 
question of what policy conditions and/ 
or further showings will be required in 
the case of particular applicants. 

20. As indicated above, realization of 
our policy objectives herein requires that 
we take appropriate measures toward the 
end that those objectives are not frus¬ 
trated by any applicant, particularly in 
the critical threshold stage when others 
are attempting to become established. 
Because of the complexities and uncer¬ 
tainties associated with this matter, the 
question of what kind of measures to 
adopt confronts us with some difficult 
decisions. We have examined a number 
of alternatives and permutations. While 
none aopears completely satisfactory in 
all respects to the entire Commission and 
there are conflicting considerations, it is 
our best collective judgment that the fol¬ 
lowing course of action constitutes the 
most reasonable and appropriate accom¬ 
modation we can achieve in the present 
circumstances. 

1. A.T. & T. and Comsat. 21. In essence, 
we have concluded that A.T. & T. should 
be afforded access to the satellite tech¬ 
nology to determine its feasibility as an 
efficient and economic means of provid¬ 
ing A.T. & T’s basic switched telephone 
services, as well as to exolore potential 
use of the 18 and 30 GHz frequencies. 
Because of the concerns expressed in our 
policy statement (paragraphs 9-13 
above), we will limit A.T. & T.’s initial use 
of domestic satellites to MTT, WATS, 
AUTOVON, emergency restoration in the 
event of terrestrial outage (pursuant to 
a restoral plan proposed to and approved 
Dy Commission, and regardless of the 
services involved), and—if found neces- 
5ary in light of the considerations dis¬ 
cussed in paragraphs 35-41 below—any 
other services in the case of Alaska. 
«awaii, and Puerto Rico-Virgin Islands. 

owever, the Commission will entertain 
a Petition by A.T. & T. for authority to 
provide additional services within the 
fnii • 0Us States a t the earliest of the 
Sr??? 1 !?pcoturccttees; (a) Whendomes- 
licensees authorized to offer 
;i e<i common carrier services have 
substa ntial utilization of their 

vp?rl 1 ^. Ca ^ city; or (b) ln an y ev ent. 3 
fu commencement of domes- 

operations by A.T. & T. Upon 
i h petit * on ‘ we wi ll reexamine this 
1 a l limitation to determine whether 
s still warranted or should be modified 
* e eted in light of the circumstances 
, pertaining, including such relevant 
C ors 85 the impact on the current com- 


J**™ defer res olution of what dome 
in Hftu.' ^rvlees Western Union may pro 
Hawa t under section 222 of the Act pe 
cation ! tcr ”) lna tlon on the pending "Ap 

«lecLy^ evlew " of the stafrs «*loS 

authorifv J Vc f tern Union’s application 
gram If 836 faclllties to provide M 

a o lCe between Hawaii and the mi 
cation \ ^mission decision on that ap 
r revle w will be forthcoming shoi 


petitive situation and any resolution of 
the cross-subsidy problem. 

22. We have further concluded that it 
would be contrary to the public interest 
and the realization of our policy objec¬ 
tives to authorize the Comsat/A.T. & T. 
proposals based on their contractual ar¬ 
rangement, in light of the considerations 
set forth in our policy statement (para¬ 
graph 13-14 above). For those services 
it is authorized to provide via domestic 
satellite (see paragraph 21 above). A.T. 
& T. will have the option of applying for 
authority to own and operate satellite 
facilities or of leasing transponders un¬ 
der tariff from Comsat or any other 
carrier who elects to proceed solely as a 
carrier’s carrier under the same condi¬ 
tions specified below as to Comsat. 5 

23. If Comsat elects to serve A.T. & T., 
then it will be required: (a) to operate 
solely as a carrier’s carrier; (b) to lease 
transponders to A.T. & T. under the same 
tariff terms applicable to other carriers 
leasing transponders; (c) to permit A.T. 
& T. and other carriers to have access to 
their leased transponders through their 
own earth stations, where desired and 
authorized by the Commission; and (d) 
to comply with a formula, to be pre¬ 
scribed by further order of the Commis¬ 
sion, concerning the maximum percent¬ 
age of system capacity that can be leased 
to any one earlier (see paragraph 25 
below). Such operation as a carrier's 
carrier may include the provision of 
earth station facilities by Comsat where 
desired by carriers leasing transponders 
and warranted by the existing or poten¬ 
tial volume of their traffic. If, on the 
other hand, Comsat elects to serve only 
entities other than A.T. & T., then Com¬ 
sat may, pursuant tariffs, offer end-to- 
end service, lease transponders to car¬ 
riers other than A.T. & T., and offer other 
services as proposed in its application 
for a multi-purpose system (staff recom¬ 
mendation, paragraph 22). 

24. We see no compelling reason of 
public policy for precluding A.T. & T. 
from leasing satellite transponders un¬ 
der tariff from a carrier’s carrier for its 
authorized domestic satellite services so 
long as the wholesale carrier retains 
adequate capacity to meet the require¬ 
ments of other carriers desiring to lease 
transponders. Since the wholesale car¬ 
rier would not be engaged in retailing 
specialized communications services to 
the public, the lease of transponders to 
A.T. & T. would not deter competitive 
entry by others to serve the specialized 
markets. Moreover, such an arrangement 
would afford an opportunity for access 
to the satellite technology by retail car¬ 
riers who lack sufficient existing or po¬ 
tential traffic to warrant the investment 
required for ownership of space segment 


* Since we decline to authorize facilities to 

Implement the Comsat/A.T. & T. contractual 
arrangement, we will not requiro A.T. & T. 
to show that the costs of leasing satellite 
capacity from Comsat under tariff are no 
greater than obtaining equivalent facilities 
by other available means, such as ownership 
or leasing under tariff from another satellite 
carrier (see staff recommendation, paragraph 
79). 


facilities. Further, a wholesale carrier 
commencing operations under the incen¬ 
tive of A.T. & T.’s available business 
would have an opportunity to develop 
business from other carriers, and to that 
extent would be less affected if A.T. & T. 
should elect in the future to apply for 
authority to own and operate space 
segment facilities. 

25. While we believe it necessary to 
limit the percentage of the space seg¬ 
ment capacity of the wholesale carrier 
that could be preempted by A.T. & T. 
under tariff in order to reserve adequate 
capacity for use by other carriers, we 
are not now ln a position to devise a for¬ 
mula. On the one hand, there is the 
consideration that A.T. & T. initially has 
the ability to occupy a large number 
of transponders and thereby could pre¬ 
empt much of the capacity of any sys¬ 
tem, whereas the capacity available for 
other carriers may be utilized in gradu¬ 
ally increasing amounts. On the other 
hand, in view of the relatively short life 
of the satellites, the wholesale carrier 
should not be saddled with substantial 
idle capacity which A.T. & T. might 
otherwise lease, particularly after other 
carriers have had a reasonable time to 
take advantage of the wholesale tariff 
offering. Accordingly, if A.T. & T. elects 
to lease transponders under tariff from 
Comsat (or any other wholesale carrier) 
and the latter elects to proceed solely 
as a carrier’s carrier by serving A.T. & T.’s 
requirements, we will require that such 
wholesale carrier submit, for Commission 
review, an appropriate formula by which 
it will allocate its space segment capacity 
for A.T. & T.’s use and the use of other 
carriers. Upon consideration of such al¬ 
location, the Commission will approve or 
prescribe a formula prior to the authori¬ 
zation of facilities/ 

26. Comsat will be required to form a 
separate corporate subsidiary to engage 
in any domestic satellite venture, 
whether it elects to pursue its multi¬ 
purpose system proposal or to operate 
solely as a wholesale supplier of satellite 
facilities to A.T. & T. and other carriers. 
While Comsat’s comments filed on 
April 19,1972, do not object to paragraph 
116 of the staff recommendation, we will 
not Impose any prior constraints as to 
how such domestic subsidiary is to be 
structured or financed. Tills is an appro¬ 
priate area for the exercise of Comsat’s 
own judgment in the first instance, sub¬ 
ject to ultimate Commission approval of 
its proposal. In the event that Comsat 
elects to proceed other than as a car¬ 
rier’s carrier, it will be prohibited from 
owning or operating domestic satellite 
facilities at any overseas point served by 
Intelsat facilities (staff recommendation, 
paragraph 114). 

2. GTE. 27. The staff has expressed 
various concerns about GTE’s proposal 
to provide interstate MTT service via 


8 Of course, as A.T. & T. from time to time 
proposes to take up additional capacity pur¬ 
suant to that approved formula, A.T. & T. 
wUl be required to obtain appropriate au¬ 
thorization therefor pursuant to section 214 
of the Communications Act. 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL 37, NO. 121—THURSDAY, JUNE 22, 1972 







12316 


RULES AND REGULATIONS 


satellite facilities for which it seeks au¬ 
thorization (staff recommendation, par¬ 
agraphs 97-99). In encouraging multiple 
entry and the development of competi¬ 
tion in the supply of domestic communi¬ 
cations,*we have maintained a distinction 
between the so-called monopoly switched 
telephone services now being furnished 
by A.T. & T. and all other classes of exist¬ 
ing and potential specialized services. We 
have made this distinction not for the 
purpose of protecting any established 
position that A.T. & T. occupies in the 
MTT field. Rather, it has been our pur¬ 
pose and concern to protect the public 
in the availability of efficient and eco¬ 
nomic switched MTT services—an in¬ 
terest that might well be adversely 
affected by unnecessarily fragmenting 
responsibility for the planning and pro¬ 
vision of the facilities required for this 
integrated service. On the other hand, 
we should not reject any proposal that 
might prove feasible and beneficial to the 
public simply because it represents some 
departure from the established scheme. 
This is particularly true when the pro¬ 
posal comes from an entity, such as GTE, 
which already is a significant participant 
in the furnishing of MTT facilities and 
services, although essentially as a car¬ 
rier which originates, termi nate s, and 
switches large volumes of MTT traffic 
rather than in the provision of long lines 
transmission facilities. 

28. At least potentially, GTE’s pro¬ 
posal offers several advantages. It would 
introduce more directly, although on a 
limited scale, the perspective and ex¬ 
perience of another responsible entity 
into the planning and operation of the 
interstate MTT network, which hereto¬ 
fore has been the sole responsibility of 
A.T. & T. It could provide a basis for 
regulatory comparison of the relative 
efficiencies and cost advantages of some¬ 
what different technologies represented 
by A.T. & T.'s proposal and GTE’s pro¬ 
posal. It could also tend to lessen 
A.T. & T.’s dominance and economic in¬ 
fluence in the domestic communications 
field. 

29. Notwithstanding these potential 
public benefits, there are a number of 
uncertainties, not dispelled by the in¬ 
formation contained in the record before 
us, that must be resolved before we can 
make the required statutory finding that 
GTE’s proposal will serve the public in¬ 
terest. Accordingly, before determining 
whether this portion of the Hughes/GTE 
applications should be authorized, we 
will require a showing of the nature de¬ 
scribed by the staff (paragraphs 93-99) 
concerning: What potential benefits 
might be achieved by affording GTE ac¬ 
cess to the satellite technology for this 
purpose; whether its proposal is eco¬ 
nomically justified from the standpoint 
of the public in terms of costs and 
prospective fill; the effect on GTE’s pres¬ 
ent contracts for settlement with 
A.T. & T.; GTE’s plans for handling 
traffic in case of temporary outages or 
catastrophic failure of its satellite sys¬ 
tem facilities; how the costs of such 
facilities would be treated for rate- 
making and accounting purposes; and 


the kinds of data it will gather and re¬ 
port to the Commission to assist our 
evaluation of the efficiency and economy 
of any authorized operations compared 
to continued exclusive reliance on the 
interstate switched telephone facilities of 
A.T. & T. 

30. In the event that we determine 
after consideration of such showings that 
the proposal, on balance, would serve the 
public interest, any authorization to GTE 
would be limited initially, as in the case 
of A.T. & T., to the provision of MTT 
service (plus other services, if found nec¬ 
essary, in the case of Hawaii only in the 
event that GTE is authorized to serve 
that State (see paragraphs 39-40 
below)). GTE would also be required to 
form a separate corporate subsidiary to 
engage in such operations. 

3. Other system applicants. 31. We 
will further require that any other ter¬ 
restrial common carrier, who is au¬ 
thorized a domestic satellite system, 
shall offer its sendees in accordance 
with tariff schedules filed pursuant to 
section 203 of the Communications Act 
and the Commission’s applicable rules 
and regulations. Where the terrestrial 
carrier seeks to provide services and 
facilities to other carriers (i.e., as a 
carrier’s carrier), the offering of such 
wholesale services—whether for trans¬ 
ponder access alone or for satellite sys¬ 
tem service including earth station 
access—shall be pursuant to a tariff 
setting forth all terms and conditions 
relating to each class of offering. 7 If, in 
addition, the carrier intends to provide 
end-to-end services, the retail offering 
shall be covered by appropriate tariffs. 
In order to assure the minimum inter¬ 
mingling of costs and revenues between 
the wholesale and retail operations, we 
will require the carrier to maintain its 
accounts in such a fashion as to identify 
clearly the costs and revenues related 
to each. The prescription of specific 
accounting rules by the Commission will 
be given consideration when we have a 
clearer picture of the structure of this 
industry and its operation. We consider 
these measures to be essential, as a 
minimum, to insure that other carriers 
leasing transponder or satellite system 
facilities are not burdened with any 
portion of the revenue requirements ap¬ 
plicable to the supplying carrier’s retail 
offerings. 

32. Finally, we adopt the staff’s pro¬ 
posal that any authorization to a satel¬ 
lite equipment supplier shall be 
conditioned upon a requirement for the 
existence or creation of a separate cor¬ 
porate entity to engage in the satellite 
communications operation (staff recom¬ 
mendation, paragraph 86). Any authori¬ 
zation to Hughes will be upon the further 


t As in the case of any domestic satellite 
carrier operating exclusively as a wholesale 
carrier, we will require any domestic satel¬ 
lite system licensee operating in part as a 
wholesale carrier to permit carrier customers 
to have access to transponders through their 
own earth stations, where desired and au¬ 
thorized by the Commission. 


condition that it afford its CATV cus¬ 
tomers the option of owning receive- 
only earth stations to obtain the Hughes 
program offering and that of any other 
CATV program distributor offered by 
means of the Hughes system facilities. 
Hughes will also be required to submit, 
for Commission approval prior to the 
issuance of any authorization to it. a 
plan whereby other CATV program dis¬ 
tributors will be afforded reasonable ac¬ 
cess to receive-only earth stations 
associated with its system on an equi¬ 
table and nondiscrinrnatory basis, in¬ 
cluding—if necessary therefor—by means 
of access to the Hughes transmit-receive 
earth stations and space segment 
facilities. 

C. Earth station ownership , access, 
and interconnection. 33. Our broad 
policy objective is to aim toward a flex¬ 
ible ground environment which would 
permit a variety of earth station owner¬ 
ship patterns and afford diversified ac¬ 
cess to space segments except where 
this is impractical. Thus, in general, we 
are in favor of according special pur¬ 
pose users (such as commercial and non¬ 
commercial local broadcasters, other 
educational users, cable systems, or 
local carriers) the option of owning 
receive-only earth stations. Moreover, 
we do not foreclose the possibility that 
transmit-receive earth stations could be 


owned by users or independent carriers 
in appropriate circumstances. However, 
we think it premature to attempt to 
specify definitive standards here as to 
the particular circumstances and terms 
and conditions under which such user or 
independent carrier ownership of earth 
stations might be authorized, except to 
the extent indicated in section B above. 
We cannot now foresee all possible situa¬ 
tions that might arise or all relevant 
public interest factors. We will be m a 
better position to make such determina¬ 
tions after we know what domestic 
satellite systems will actually be estao- 
lished and in the context of considering 
concrete applications for particiua 
earth stations. Thus, while we agree 
with the overall thrust of the staff dis¬ 
cussion on earth station ownership <sta 
recommendation, paragraphs 120-i^« 
we do not bind ourselves to the speem 
conditions proposed by the staff <P aru ' 
ularly paragraphs 125 and 131). 

34. To the extent consistent with our 
policy determinations and concms: 
herein, we are also in accord with 
goals set forth in the staff discuss!Ion 
access to earth stations and 
nection (staff recommendation, P' * 
graphs 133-142). Here again, hovj eve. 
we think it advisable to retain gf* 

flexibility. While we will require exisuus 

terrestrial carriers seeking dom 
satellite authorizations to . n 

Commission approval, prior to acti 
their applications, a description o 
kinds of interconnection arrange 


•As in the case of space *egraei ts, ^ 
decline to structure any arrangeme ^ 
sharing ownership of earth ' pro- 

will encourage and consider volun 
posals of the applicants* own d 
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they will make available to other satel¬ 
lite systems and/or earth stations li¬ 
censees, we do not expect such descrip¬ 
tions to anticipate all conceivable situa¬ 
tions. Moreover, we will not restrict A.T. 
& T. to proposing the specific bases for 
interconnection charges set forth in 
paragraph 141 of the staff recommenda¬ 
tion. If the standard there suggested 
poses difficulties, A.T. & T. may propose 
some other standard with similar speci¬ 
ficity. which would accomplish our ob¬ 
jective of assuring that all carriers pro¬ 
viding retail interstate satellite services 
(whether or not affiliated with Bell Sys¬ 
tem companies) have access at nondis- 
criminatory terms and conditions to local 
loop and interexchange facilities as nec¬ 
essary for the purpose of originating and 
terminating such interstate services to 
their customers. The governing stand¬ 
ards will be established, so far as practi¬ 
cable. prior to the authorization of do¬ 
mestic satellite facilities rather than left 
primarily to subsequent negotiations be¬ 
tween the entities involved. 


D. Alaska, Hawaii , and Puerto Rico . 
35. We endorse fully the staff recommen¬ 
dation that the advent of service via 
domestic satellite facilities should be 
accompanied by an integration of serv¬ 
ices, and more particularly the charges 
for such services, between Alaska, 
Hawaii, and Puerto Rico and the contig¬ 
uous 48 States into the domestic rate 
pattern. Heretofore considerations of dis¬ 
tance, cost, and traffic volumes have all 
combined to indicate that foreign rather 
than domestic rate and service patterns 
should be applicable. The relatively high 
level of charges resulting from these 
Physical factors and cost considerations 
has inhibited the free flow of communi¬ 
cations between the contiguous States 
and these points to the disadvantage of 
all of our citizens. It is our considered 
view that the public interest requires that 
the distinctions, particularly with re¬ 
spect to level of charges and rate pat¬ 
terns, should be eliminated. As set forth 
Delow, the advent of domestic satellite 
communications with their distance in¬ 
sensitive features provides a sound eco¬ 
nomic basis for such conclusion. 

f 6 * P ne of the principal virtues of the 
atemte technology applied to domestic 
ommunications is its characteristic of 
eemphasizing distance as a cost factor 
mwte-making. With the availability of 
mestic statellites for communications 
the mainland and Alaska, 
diJILPuerto Rico, distance should 
n, e fm ati ^ aUy diminish os an excuse or 
Cat on for th e historic high-rate 
thpcJ llent i th at has teen accorded to 
font n s ?^ vices - We are now able to look 
enmm, m taimizing any distinctions in 
to to su< ta Points compared 

r^ ications among the contiguous 
the inauguration of 
comm,, to serve toe domestic 

requirements of all of 
tion there will be justiflca- 

iw? r ^grating Alaska. Hawaii, and 
sch ^ C ° k 1 * 0 established rate 
oiirtTf for commu tacations services ap- 
Mlcable to the mainland. 


37. Accordingly, it will be our policy to 
condition any domestic satellite author¬ 
ization to carriers serving these points 
upon a requirement that, no later than 
6 months from the issuance of the au¬ 
thorization, such carriers shall submit 
a specific proposal for revised rates for 
review and approval of the Commission 
prior to authorization for the commence¬ 
ment of service. In case of message tel¬ 
ephone service (MTT), any such pro¬ 
posal shall give maximum effect to the 
elimination of overall distance as a ma¬ 
jor cost factor and should be designed, in 
specified time phases if necessary, to in¬ 
tegrate these three U.S. points into the 
uniform mileage rate pattern that now 
obtains for the contiguous States, with 
all that such approach implies in terms of 
nationwide cost averaging and equali¬ 
zations for interstate ratemaking pur¬ 
poses. 9 We recognize that there may be 
extraordinary technical or economic fac¬ 
tors, e.g., earth station costs and traffic 
loadings, that may warrant some devia¬ 
tion from this approach or justify a 
phased implementation of the integrated 
pattern. However, the carriers involved 
will be expected to demonstrate and 
document fully the need for such devi¬ 
ation or phasing in terms of conditions 
that are singularly relevant to the points 
involved compared to the contiguous 
States, and to present the full program 
with the timing of final implementation. 

38. We recognize that in the case of 
record services, the problems are more 
complex in that different carriers pro¬ 
vide •‘overseas'’ and "domestic services." 
We do not intend, at this point, to dis¬ 
turb this service pattern. However, we 
do require that the carriers now provid¬ 
ing services submit within the timetable 
set forth above proposals for the inte¬ 
gration of their charges for Telex, pri¬ 
vate line and other specialized services 
into the domestic pattern within the 
same framework as set forth above, i.e., 
detailed explanations in economic and 
technical bases for any proposed devia¬ 
tion or phasing. Should the record car¬ 
riers fail to do so, we will be required to 
reconsider our current policy regarding 
record services between the contiguous 
States and these three points so as to 
assure that the policies enunciated here 
will be implemented. To make imple¬ 
mentation possible, we will expect space 
segment and earth station licensees au¬ 
thorized to serve these overseas points to 
afford appropriate access to such facili¬ 
ties to the relevant international record 
carriers for the provision of domestic 
services. 

39. In light of the foregoing policy de¬ 
terminations, we are further of the view 
that A.T. & T. should provide MTT serv¬ 
ices via domestic satellite to these three 
points, in conjunction with the appro¬ 
priate local carrier (e.g., Hawaiian Tele¬ 
phone Co., RCA Alascom). If GTE’s do- 


u For example, among other things, such 
carriers might explore the possibility of ex¬ 
panding the last mileage step (presently 
1,911-3.000 miles) to include these points, or 
of adding an additional mileage step with an 
appropriate increment in rates. 


mestic satellite proposal is authorized 
and it is shown that toe cost of using its 
facilities would be less than or approxi¬ 
mately equivalent to the cost of utiliz¬ 
ing A.T. & T. facilities to provide such 
service between Hawaii and the con¬ 
tiguous States, then we do not foreclose 
the possibility that GTE might be the 
designated entity in the case of Hawaii. 
However, the nationwide cost averaging 
structure and uniform mileage rate pat¬ 
tern should not be burdened with costs 
that are greater than necessary in order 
to integrate these three points, or re¬ 
quired to absorb the costs of domestic 
satellite system facilities proposed by an 
applicant which lacks the ability to 
achieve a substantial initial loading. 

40. Moreover, since our most impor¬ 
tant objective in this area is to minimize 
the distinctions that have heretofore ex¬ 
isted in rates and services to these points 
as compared to communications among 
the contiguous States, we think that 
Alaska, Hawaii, and Puerto Rico should 
have an opportunity to obtain other serv¬ 
ices via the same earth station antennas 
and satelli tes t hat are used for the pro¬ 
vision of MTT services to these points. 
Thus, whether A.T. & T. proceeds via its 
own domestic satellite facilities or 
through a wholesale carrier, we will re¬ 
quire that the relevant licensees reserve 
adequate transponder and earth station 
capacity for lease to other carriers au¬ 
thorized to provide specialized services 
to these points in such manner as will 
not necessitate another earth station 
antenna in addition to those used for 
MTT service. The same requirement will 
pertain to GTE in the event that it is 
authorized to provide MTT service to 
Hawaii by means of domestic satellite fa¬ 
cilities. If found necessary to achieve our 
objective of integrating these three 
points into domestic rate patterns for 
all services, we will permit A.T. & T. and/ 
or GTE to provide services other than 
MTT to one or more of these points. We 
do not preclude the offering of special¬ 
ized services to such points by means 
of independent domestic satellite facili¬ 
ties authorized to other licensees, so long 
as the public in Alaska, Hawaii, and 
Puerto Rico has the opportunity to take 
advantage of the potential cost savings 
in obtaining specialized services on the 
same satellite system facilities used for 
MTT. 

41. Finally, we recognize that imple¬ 
mentation of the foregoing policies, 
while of benefit to Alaska, would not 
satisfy that State's pressing need for 
improved intrastate communications. 
Though accommodation of that need is 
important and the satellite technology 
appears to offer special promise toward 
that end. it may prove impracticable for 
the Commission or the pending carrier 
applicants to do much to alleviate this 
problem, at least in the initial genera¬ 
tion of satellites. We will require RCA 
Alascom and any other applicant pro¬ 
posing earth stations in Alaska to sub¬ 
mit a detailed plan for intrastate service. 
We will also require A.T. & T., or any 
wholesale carrier serving A.T. & T., to 
afford access to its transponder capacity 
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for the purpose of intra-Alaska service, 
if desired. We will further direct our staff 
to consult with representatives of the 
State of Alaska concerning any addi¬ 
tional measures we may consider, and 
reasonably require of the applicants or 
any domestic satellite licensee, to assist 
in meeting its intrastate requirements. 

42. With respect to the State of 
Alaska’s request for a 6° separation at 
4/6 GHz in that limited and valuable 
portion of the orbital arc where satellites 
capable of serving the 50 States can be 
located, in order to facilitate the use of 
small, inexpensive earth stations, we note 
that advances in earth station technology 
may shortly make it possible to meet the 
performance specifications needed for 3* * 
separations with earth station antennas 
of smaller diameter than 30 feet. More¬ 
over, we note the availability of 2 GHz 
frequencies specifically allocated by the 
1971 WARC for educational and instruc¬ 
tional television and for demand assigned 
telephone services in remote areas of the 
State. Finally, orbital locations for wider 
spaced 4/6 GHz satellites are available 
farther west of those than can view the 
50 States, where there is less demand 
for such satellite locations. Thus, it is 
unnecessary to decide this matter defin¬ 
itively at this time. We stress, however, 
that we do not rule out the possibility of 
permitting a 6° separation, if later found 
necessary for the use of small, inexpen¬ 
sive earth stations in Alaska and in the 
public interest, all circumstances con¬ 
sidered. Paragraph 152a of the staff rec¬ 
ommendation concerning orbital arc lo¬ 
cation assignments is otherwise adopted. 

E. Terms of access by public broad - 
casting and other educational interests. 
43. On this issue, we adopt the staff 
analysis and conclusions (staff recom¬ 
mendation, paragraphs 153-162). In 
other words, we recognize that there is a 
well-established national policy, incor¬ 
porated in legislation, which encourages 
and makes it lawful for common carriers 
to provide free or reduced rate intercon¬ 
nection services to public broadcasting 
and other educational interests. These 
statutes make it possible for the Com¬ 
mission to prescribe preferential rates 
for educational entities covered by such 
legislation, as well as for carriers to file 
tariffs offering free or reduced rates to 
such entities on their own initiative. 
While we will entertain specific proposals 
by carriers or users for the prescription 
of preferential rate classifications, we 
presently lack sufficient information to 
initiate any requirement as to common 
carriers or to enunciate any general 
statement of policy. However, we will ex¬ 
pect noncarrier applicants, who have 
offered free access to public broadcast¬ 
ing, to implement the proposals made in 
their applications. 

F. Procurement. 44. Finally, we adopt 
the staff position on the question of pro¬ 
curement (staff recommendation, para¬ 
graphs 163-167). Thus, assuming our 
authority to prescribe procurement rules 
requiring competitive bidding for do¬ 
mestic satellite facilities, we nevertheless 
conclude that it is not necessary or de¬ 
sirable to exercise such authority in the 


present circumstances under our multi¬ 
ple entry policy. 10 

IV. Order. 44a. Authority for the poli¬ 
cies and conditions adopted herein is 
contained in sections 1, 2, 3, 4 (i) and 
(j), 201, 202, 203, 212, 213, 214, 218, 

219, 220, 301, 303, 307-309, 310(b), 319, 
396, 403, and 605 of the Communications 
Act of 1934 and sections 102 and 201(c) 
(8) of the Communications Satellite Act 
of 1962. 

45. Accordingly, it is ordered, That: 

a. The policies and conditions set forth 
herein, and such portions of the staff 
recommendation (34 FCC 2d 9) as are 
expressly approved or clearly consistent 
with the policies and conditions herein, 
are adopted, effective July 25, 1972. 

b. Each of the applicants for domestic 
communications satellite systems named 
in paragraph 1 above shall apprise the 
Commission on or before July 25, 1972, 
as to whether it intends to pursue its 
pending system applications, in whole 
or in part, with such modifications as 
are required to achieve compliance with 
the policies and conditions specified in 
this second report and order; or whether 
it desires additional time for the pur¬ 
pose of reframing its proposal consist¬ 
ently with such policies and conditions. 11 

c. The Commission retains full juris¬ 
diction over all aspects of this proceed¬ 
ing. 

(Secs. 1-4. 201-203, 212-214, 218-220, 301, 
307-310, 319. 403, 605: 48 Stat., as amended. 
1064-1066, 1070, 1074-1075, 1077-1078, 1081, 
1083-1086, 1089. 1094, 1103; sec. 396; 76 Stat.; 
47 U.S.C. 161-154, 201-203. 212-214, 218- 

220, 301. 307-310, 319, 396, 403, 605) 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 1 * 

[seal] Ben F. Waple, 

Secretary. 

|FR Doc.72 9419 Filed 6-21-72;8:59 am] 


[FCC 72-512] 

PART 73—RADIO BROADCAST 
SERVICES 

FM Broadcast Channels, Table of 
Assignments for Terrell, Hills, Tex. 

Memorandum opinion and order. In 
the matter of amendment of the 
table of assignments for FM Broadcasts 
Channels. § 73.202(b) of the Commis¬ 
sion’s rules and regulations, to delete 
a short-spaced assignment at Terrell 
Hills, Tex. 

1. The Commission here considers the 
petitions for reconsideration filed by Ter- 


«We further decline, at present, to make 
an exception In the case of A.T. & T. In view 
of our decision not to authorize the Comsat/ 
A.T. & T. applications based on their con¬ 
tractual arrangement. 

n Upon consideration of such responses, 
the Commission will issue a public notice 
concerning the procedures we will foUow in 
processing applications. 

u Chairman Burch dissenting and Issuing 
a statement, to be released at a later date, 
In which Commissioners Reid and Wiley Join. 
Commissioner Johnson concurring and Is¬ 
suing a statement filed as part of the origi¬ 
nal document. 


rell Hills Broadcasting Co. (TH Broad¬ 
casting > on March 23, 1972, and by 
S.S.S. Broadcasting, Inc. (S.S.S.), li¬ 
censee of Station KAPE(AM), San An¬ 
tonio, Tex., on March 29, 1972/ from 
our memorandum opinion and order, re¬ 
leased February 28, 1972 (FCC 72-189). 
in which we, on our own motion, 
amended the FM Table of Assignments, 
§ 73.202(b) of the rules, by deleting 
Channel 292A from Terrell Hills, Tex; 
Station KBUC-FM, which has been op¬ 
erating on Channel 292A at Terrell 
Hills—an incorporated city with a 1970 
population of 5,225 whose corporate 
limits are wholly within those of San 
Antonio, Tex.—since 1967 is not affected 
by this action since its licensee has been 
authorized to change over to operation 
on the San Antonio Channel 298C as¬ 
signment. 3 Both petitioners are prospec¬ 
tive applicants for the deleted Terrell 
HUls Channel 292A assignment. 4 

2. It is our policy to delete FM assign¬ 
ments not meeting the minimum mile¬ 
age separation requirements of our 
rules, whenever feasible, since we be¬ 
lieve that assignments at required 
spacing best serve the public interest 
and our assignment objectives for 
bringing about a fair, efficient, and 
equitable distribution of radio sendee 
with the available FM channels. In 
line with this policy, we decided that 
with the Terrell Hills 292A assignment 
being relinquished, it was an opportune 
time and would serve the public interest 
to delete it so that it could be reassigned 
for use at required spacing elsewhere. 

3. Decisive considerations were that a 
short spacing of approximately 6 miles 
exists between the reference points for 


1 A supplement to the S.S.S. petition for 
reconsideration, containing 12 supporting 
letters from San Antonio residents, was re¬ 
ceived from S.S.S. on April 5. 1972, and Its 
request that the letters be associated witn 


its petition is granted. 

3 Reconsideration of this action was also 
urged by Congressman Henry B. Gonzale*. 
20th District, Texas, in a letter, received 
AprU 26. 1972. 

* BPH-6285, granted November 10. 19^1. 
after hearing (decision adopted July 
Docket No. 18239. FCC 71R-230. 31 FCC 2d 
162; stayed by order, adopted Augusts. 
1971, FCC 71-890: stay dissolved by fm’tnr 
order, adopted November 10, 1971, FCC 
1150). Station KBUC-FM is continuing oper¬ 
ation on the Terrell Hills Channel 
assignment pending Its changeover to opera - 
tion on Channel 298C, the construction per¬ 
mit for which expires on November 10. l • 

‘Prior to our action deleting Channel zv 
from Terrell Hills, on December 8. 1971. 
Broadcasting tendered an application ior 
channel which was not accepted £ or 
because of a spacing deficiency— the trans¬ 
mitter site proposed was approximately 
miles short spaced to the reference poin 
the Gonzales Channel 292A assignment. 
other application for Channel 292A at 
rell Hills was also tendered on August 
1971, by National Enterprises, Inc., lor 
of the channel at Alamo Heights, wm 
also an incorporated city within tne 
porate boundaries of San Antonio. It also 
not accepted for filing because of a sp 
deficiency — the transmitter site P^Pv v! 
approximately 6.55 miles short spaced 
Gonzales Channel 292A reference poin . 
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the Channel 292A assignments at Terrell 
Hills and Gonzales, Tex.; that it ap¬ 
peared that the short spacing problem 
could not be satisfactorily resolved by 
selection of a suitable transmitter site 
meeting required separations. (The site 
for Station KBUC-FM’s Terrell Hills 
292A operation is approximately 5.87 
miles short spaced from the reference 
point for the Gonzales Channel 292A 
assignment, and the noted applications 
tendered for new Terrell Hills Channel 
292A operations also proposed use of 
short spaced sites); that no available 
substitute for Channel 292A at either 
Terrell Hills or Gonzales could be found; 
and that, as between deleting Channel 
292A from Terrell Hills or Gonzales to 
eliminate the short spacing problem, its 
deletion from Terrell Hills was warranted 
since San Antonio has been assigned 
nine FM Class C channels and Terrell 
Hills is within the San Antonio urban¬ 
ized area which the stations occupying 
the San Antonio assignments serve and 
provide with a variety of local FM serv¬ 
ices (commercial stations are now oper¬ 
ating on eight of the nine San Antonio 
FM Class C assignments, and a ninth 
FM commercial service will be made 
available soon when Channel 298C is acti¬ 
vated by Station KBUC-FM). whereas, 
Gonzales (1970 population 5,854), a rural 
community which is approximately the 
same size as Terrell Hills, has oppor¬ 
tunity for a local FM service only on 
Channel 292A. 

4. As a ground for reconsideration, TH 
Broadcasting submits that it was in error 
to conclude that the short spacing prob¬ 
lem between the Terrell Hills and Gon¬ 
zales Channel 292A assignments could 
not be resolved by judicious site selection, 
it contends, and its technical showing 
demonstrates, that there is an area 8 
miles or less west of the most distant part 
or the corporate limits of Terrell Hills 
^eastern edge) where a transmitter for a 
rerrell Hills 292A operation could be 
located and meet all separation and city 
service requirements of the rules, includ¬ 
ing the 65-mile separation required from 
uje Gonzales Channel 292A assignment, 
iwsarea includes 8,633 acres, over 1,000 
are designated as woods or 
rushland area, and TH Broadcasting be- 
ieves that a suitable transmitter site for 
Channel 292A operation could be found 
flni^n area * ^ states that it is willing 
a win endeavor to secure one in the 
a £d to change its tendered Terrell 
rw , A a PPHcation appropriately if 
nmc nilel i 292A 155 reinstated as a Terrell 
«»k! 1 TH Broadcasting also 

coni!} ^ the sllor t spacing problem 

a^Anv,? e u reduced t° a ver y minimum 
utilizing a transmitter site 
» er t rom Gonzales than the 3.3 mile 
posph Olmos Tower location pro- 

^ri* tendered application. (Inpro- 
ouovo* 1 s l*°rt spaced site, it errone- 
an application pro¬ 
fit/; % short spaced transmitter site 
than Gonz ales assignment 

for He/?u Slte U8ed b y Station KBUC-FM 
292A operation would be 
r * 7? * or without question.) If 

^ nsideration is granted in tills matter, 


TH Broadcasting also requests that our 
engineering staff be directed to specify 
the area w r hich would be acceptable for 
locating the transmitter for Its proposed 
Terrell Hills 292A operation. 

5. S.S.S. primarily wants Channel 292A 
retained in the San Antonio urbanized 
area for use, among others, to provide the 
black community with a nighttime serv¬ 
ice. It submits that the solution to the 
short spacing problem between the Ter¬ 
rell Hills and Gonzales Channel 292A as¬ 
signments is to delete the Gonzales 
assignment rather than the Terrell Hills 
assignment since the Gonzales assign¬ 
ment, although made in 1966, has never 
been used and there has been no demon¬ 
strated need or interest for an FM sta¬ 
tion in that community while, on the 
other hand, the Terrell Hills assignment 
has been in use by Station KBUC-FM 
since 1967, and now that it is moving to 
operation on a San Antonio Class C as¬ 
signment, two separate parties besides 
itself have evidenced interest in use of 
Channel 292A in the San Antonio 
urbanized area. 

6. S.S.S. urges that it would not be in 
the public interest to delete an unused 
assignment, such as Channel 292A, when 
there is a pressing need for its use to 
serve the black community in San 
Antonio. It avers that the blacks repre¬ 
sent a significant minority In the San 
Antonio urbanized area, numbering 56,- 
394 out of the total population of 830,460 
in metropolitan San Antonio (Bexar 
County), over 50,000 of whom reside 
within the corporate limits of San An¬ 
tonio (population, 654,193), according to 
the 1970 census figures, and that its AM 
daytime station (KAPE) is the only one 
of the 11 AM and 10 FM stations serving 
as local outlets in the San Antonio metro¬ 
politan area wiiich programs to meet the 
needs, interests and desires of the black 
audience. SJS.S. claims that there is no 
question that black-oriented nighttime 
programing is also needed and desired by 
the blacks in San Antonio and that this 
is evidenced by the letters and several 
petitions submitted with its petition and 
by the calls, letters, and personal con¬ 
tacts it. has had. Since all other FM as¬ 
signments at San Antonio are now oc¬ 
cupied, it stresses that the Terrell Hills 
Class A assignment represents the last 
opportunity to obtain an FM channel for 
use to serve the black community and 
bring it a nighttime service tailored to 
meet its needs and interests. 

7. If Channel 292A Is retained at Ter¬ 
rell Hills, S.S.S. states that it will apply 
for the channel, and if awarded a grant, 
would fulfill its primary obligation to 
serve Terrell Hills residents but would 
also serve the needs of the black residents 
located throughout the San Antonio met¬ 
ropolitan area. However, S.S.S. urges that 
if, for any reason, we believe that the 
Terrell Hills assignment should not be 
used to serve the interests of the blacks 
residing throughout the San Antonio 
metropolitan area, we should then, on 
our own motion, make Channel 292A a 
San Antonio assignment. 

8. S.S.S. argues that this alternate 
proposal to make Channel 292A a San 


Antonio assignment has merit in view 
of the fact that the Examiner concluded 
in the comparative hearing case for the 
San Antonio Channel 298C assignment, 
in w f hich Turner Broadcasting Corp., the 
KBUC-FM licensee was the ultimate 
grantee. Turner Broadcasting Corp., 31 
FCC 2d 164 (1969), that there is no real 
distinction between Terrell Hills and San 
Antonio and that the needs, interests, 
and desires of Terrell Hills residents are 
basically the same as other residents of 
the San Antonio urbanized area. It 
quotes from the Examiner’s conclusions 
in this regard, as follows (31 F.C.C. 2d 
184): 

Based on the record as a whole, it is con¬ 
cluded that Terrell Hills Is reallsticoUy a 
residential enclave wholly within the city 
limits of San Antonio which shares the needs, 
interests, social, civic, and recreational facili¬ 
ties of San Antonio generally; and Is in large 
degree dependent on San Antonio for govern¬ 
mental services. The extent to which the 
record shows Terrell Hills to be distinctive 
rests in the higher economic position and 
educational achievements of its residents. 
Stated simply, it is one of the better resi¬ 
dential areas of the community and nothing 
more, with the broadcast stations there as¬ 
signed being dependent on Son Antonio and 
Its metropolitan area for existence. 

S.S.S. also maintains that the history of 
292A at Terrell Hills indicates that the 
frequency has in fact been used to serve 
the needs and interests of the entire San 
Antonio area rather than just Terrell 
Hills and states that Turner Broadcast¬ 
ing, the KBUC-FM licensee, in the com¬ 
parative proceeding for the San Antonio 
Class C facility, itself urged that any 
separate distinct needs of Terrell Hills 
from those of San Antonio are minimal. 

9. These petitioners convince us that 
our action deleting Channel 292A from 
Terrell Hills should be rescinded. Since it 
appears that there is an area approxi¬ 
mately 8 miles west of Terrell Hills where 
a transmitter for a Terrell Hills Channel 
292A operation could be located and 
satisfy all separation and city service re¬ 
quirements of the rules, it is reasonable 
to assume that the short spacing prob¬ 
lem between the Terrell Hills and Gon¬ 
zales 292A assignment could be resolved 
by judicious state selection. This being 
the case, we agree that the assignment 
would not be withdrawn without prior 
rule making for this reason. On the other 
hand, we are not satisfied by the peti¬ 
tioners* showings that Channel 292A is 
an otherwise technically desirable or 
needed assignment at Terrell Hills, and 
we think that the question of whether 
Channel 292A should be retained at Ter¬ 
rell Hills or deleted for assignment else¬ 
where warrants further consideration in 
rule making. 

10. Due to the size of San Antonio and 
its urbanized area, of which Terrell 
Hills Is a part, aside from Channel 292A, 
only Class C channels, designed for wide 
area coverage, have been assigned to 
this area. Unlike Class C channels. Class 
A channels are designed for limited 
coverage. Consequently, if Channel 292A 
is retained at Terrell Hills, it would be 
technically inferior to all other FM as¬ 
signments in the San Antonio area and 


No. 121-5 
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could not be used to provide a service 
which would be technically comparable 
to that which all the other local stations 
in the San Antonio area can provide. 
Since San Antonio now has nine Class C 
assignments, plus a Class C educational 
assignment, all occupied by existing sta¬ 
tions. except Channel 298C which will 
soon be activated by the former Channel 
292A licensee, and Terrell Hills is served 
by these stations, we believe it question¬ 
able whether there is any justifiable 
need or other reason for retaining Chan¬ 
nel 292A at Terrell Hills to provide an¬ 
other local FM service in the San 
Antonio urbanized area which would be 
technically inferior to all others in the 
area. We think it may be better policy 
and in the public interest to reassign 
this Class A channel to fill a present or 
future need for FM service in unserved 
or underserved areas outside the San 
Antonio urbanized area. For example, 
there are a number of Texas commu¬ 
nities within a radius of 40 miles, 
and 40 to 65 miles, from San 
Antonio, and outside the San Antonio 
urbanized area, such as Poteet, and 
Pleasanton, to the south, and Boerne, 
Jourdanton, Charlotte, Kerrville, Fred¬ 
ericksburg, and Blanco, to the northwest, 
where Channel 292A could be assigned 
and used at required spacings if not 
retained at Terrell Hills. In the rule 
making proceeding we are instituting 
simultaneously with this decision with 
respect to the Channel 292A Terrell Hills 
assignment we are inviting comments to 
assist us in reaching a decision in this 
regard. 

11. While S.S.S. Broadcasting con¬ 
tends that the need of the black commu¬ 
nity in the San Antonio area for radio 
service, particularly nighttL-ie service, 
oiiented to its needs and interests is not 
now being adequately satisfied, and the 
letters and petitions submitted from lo¬ 
cal residents support its view, we are not 
convinced that retaining Channel 292A 
at Terrell Hills, or reassigning it to San 
Antonio, as suggested, is a desirable or 
needed solution to the problem. This 
Class A channel cannot be assigned at 
San Antonio since, because of its size, 
a Class A channel could not provide the 
requisite 70 dBu signal over the entire 
city, required by § 73.315'a) of the rules. 
If retained at Terrell Hills, where it ap¬ 
pears that less than 150 of the Black 
community in the San Antonio urbanized 
area reside, n only a technically inferior 
grade of service could be provided 
throughout other portions of the San 
Antonio urbanized area where the ma¬ 
jority of the black community reside. 
The need for a Class A assignment at 
Terrell Hills to meet programing needs 
of the black community in the San 
Antonio area is also tempered, we be¬ 
lieve, by the fact that we have already 
assigned 10 occupied Class C channels 
(one educational) to serve the San An¬ 
tonio area and that it would appear 


a 1970 census figures submitted by 8.S.S. 
Broadcasting Indicate that the black com¬ 
munity in metropolitan San Antonio (Bexar 
County) numbers 56,394, out of the total 
population of 830,460. 


that sufficient channels have been pro¬ 
vided and stations are at hand to satisfy 
all significant programing needs of the 
black community, as well as all other 
important minority and other groups, 
in the San Antonio area. As they are 
aware, the local station licensees, who 
bear a public interest responsibility for 
programing to meet the problems, needs, 
and interests of their community of li¬ 
cense, are required to program ade¬ 
quately for the substantial black and 
other minority groups in their area, and 
we will take whatever steps are ap¬ 
propriate and necessary to see that they 
correct any existing deficiencies in this 
regard. 

12. Accordingly, the petitions for re¬ 
consideration filed by Terrell Hills 
Broadcasting Co. and S.S.S. Broadcast¬ 
ing, Inc., from our memorandum opin¬ 
ion and order, released February 28, 1972 
(FCC 72-189), are granted; and 

13. It is further ordered , Pursuant to 
authority contained in sections 4(i), 
303 (g> and (r), and 307(b) of the Com¬ 
munications Act of 1934, as amended, 
that our action in the said memorandum 
opinion and order amending section 
73.202(b), Table of Assignments, FM 
Broadcast Stations, by deleting Channel 
292A from Terrell Hills, Tex., is re¬ 
scinded, and the table is amended by 
replacing the following entry in the 
table: 

Channel 


City No. 

Terrell Hills, Tex_ 292A 


14. In a separate document adopted 
today, we are also instituting rule making 
in the matter of the Channel 292A 
Terrell Hills assignment. 


(Secs. 4, 303, 307, 48 Stat., as amended, 1066 
1082, 1083; 47 U.S.C. 154, 303. 307) 

Adopted: June 14,1972. 

Released: June 16,1972. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, c 
[seal! BenF. Waple, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc.72-9416 Filed 6-21-72:8:59 am] 


[Docket No. 19388; FCC 72-5181 

part 73—RADIO BROADCAST 
SERVICES 

FM Broadcast Stations, Table of 
Assignments for Certain Cities 

Report and order . In the matter oi 
amendment of § 73.202(b), Table of As¬ 
signments, FM Broadcast Stations. 
(Clarinda, Iowa; Jackson, Calif.; Clarks¬ 
ville, Va.; Luquillo, PH.; Wayne, Nebr.: 
Mammoth Lakes, Calif.) Docket No. 
19388; RM-1824; RM-1826; RM-1834; 
RM-1846; RM-1868; RM-1875. 

1. Tlie Commission here considers the 
notice of proposed rule making in Docket 
No. 19388, adopted January 5, 1972 (FCC 
72-13; 37 F.R. 539), proposing amend¬ 
ments of the FM Table of Assignments 
(5 73.202(b) of the Commission’s rules 
and regulations) for first channels (all 
Class A) to six communities. 

2. Only Wayne, Nebr., has any radio 
service—daytime-only AM Station 
KTCH licensed to the petitioner. In the 
order set forth in the caption, the popu¬ 
lation of the community, the county, the 
population of the county, and the 
petitioners are as follows: 


a Commissioner H. Rex Lee absent. 


City Population County Population Petitioner 


Clarinda, Iowa_ 

Jackson, Calif. 

Clarksville, Va.. 

Luquillo, P.R. 

Wayne, Nebr. 

Mammoth Lakes, Calif 


5 ,420 Page. 

1, W4 Amador. 

1,041 Mecklenburg.. 

2,412 Luquillo (munleiplo)_ 
5,379 Wayne. 


2,600 Mono, 
(approxi¬ 
mately) 


18,607 
11,821 
29,420 
10,390 
10,400 

4,010 


Clariuda Broadcasting Co. 
Vernon C. Hatfield. 
Lakes Broadcasting Co. 
Carlos Rivera. 

Wyman N. and Wilto N- 


Mam mot h Mountain FM 
Associates. Inc. 


3. As stated in the notice, each pe¬ 
titioner sought a channel which could 
be assigned to the community without 
change elsewhere. As to Mammoth 
Lakes and Jackson, Calif., each is lo¬ 
cated in counties adjacent to a Standard 
Metropolitan Statistical Area (SMSA), 
but preclusion studies submitted show 
no adverse perclusive impact. Each of 
the petitioners filed comments stating 
their intention to apply for the channel, 
if assigned, and to build a station, if au¬ 
thorized. In the circumstances, it ap¬ 
pears that the public interest, conveni¬ 
ence, and necessity would be served by 
assigning the channels proposed in the 
notice in each of the communities. 

4. It is ordered. That the FM Table of 
Assignments (5 73.202(b) of the Com¬ 
mission’s rules) should be amended, as 
concerns the following communities, ef¬ 
fective July 28. 1972: 


City 

Jackson, Calif- 

Mammoth Lakes, Calif. 

Clarinda, Iowa_ 

Wayne. Nebr_ 

Luquillo, P.R_ 

Clarksville, Va_ 


Channel 

So. 

... 232A 
_ 292A 
_ 292A 
285A 
221A 
252A 


5. It is further ordered , That this pro* 
ceeding is terminated. Authority f° r 
amendment is contained in sections • 
303 (g) and (r), and 307(b) of the Com¬ 
munications Act of 1934, as amended. 

(Secs. 4. 303, 307, 48 Stat.. as amended. W 6 * 
1082, 1083; 47 U.S.C. 164. 303, 307) 


Adopted: June 14, 1972. 

Released: June 16. 1972. 

Federal Communications 

Commission, 1 
[seal! Ben F. Waple, 

Secretary. 

IFR Doc.72-9421 Filed 6-21-72;8:59 ami 


1 Commissioner H. Rex Lee absent. 
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(Docket No. 19116; FCC 72-6161 

PART 73— RADIO BROADCAST 
SERVICES 


FM Broadcast Stations, Table of 
Assignments for Certain Cities 

Order. In the matter of amendment of 
§ 73.202, Table of Assignments, FM 
Broadcast Stations. (Skowhegan, Au¬ 
gusta, Westbrook, and South Paris, 
Maine; Plymouth and Dover, N.H.; 
Waterbury, Vt.; and Plattsburgh, N.Y.). 
Docket No. 19116; RM-1442; RM-1464. 

1. As concerns Augusta, Maine, the 
report and order, adopted November 10, 
1971 (32 FCC 2d 549), substituted Chan¬ 
nel 294 for Channel 283, for which 
Abenaki Co. (Abenaki) had applied for 
at Gardiner, Maine (BPH-6403). 

2. In order to allocate Channel 286 
to Skowhegan, Maine, it was variously 
proposed to substitute either Channels 
281, 282, or 294 at Augusta. Canadian 
authorities favored Channel 281 or 294. 
Abenaki opposed Channel 281 because of 
short-spacing between its proposed site 
to Station WBCN, Channel 281, Boston, 
Mass. Abenaki preferred Channel 282, 
which, while short-spaced to the Cana¬ 
dian cochannel at Woodstock, New 
Brunswick, by 3 miles from the Augusta 
reference point, would meet full spacing 
to the proposed Gardiner transmitter 
site. In the circumstances, we assigned 
Channel 294 1 until the question of allo¬ 
cating Channel 282 for use at Gardiner 
could be taken up with the Canadian 
authorities. See paragraph 15 of the re¬ 
port and order; 32 FCC 2d at 556. Canada 
has assented to allocation of Channel 282 
to Augusta. 

3. Accordingly, it is ordered. That ef¬ 
fective July 28,1972, the FM Table of As¬ 
signments (§ 73.202(b)) is amended as 
concerns Augusta, Maine, to read as 
follows; 


. City Channel 

Augusta, Maine_ 267,282 


4. Authority for this amendment is 
contained in sections 4(i), 303 (g) and 
(r) * and 307(b) of the Communications 
Act of 1934, as amended. 


IrkBo 8 , 4, 803, 307 ’ 48 Stat., as amended. 10€ 
1082, 1083; 47 U.S.C. 154. 303, 307) 

Adopted: June 14, 1972. 

Released: June 16, 1972. 


(seal) 


Federal Communications 
Commission* * 

Ben F. Waple, 

Secretary. 


I PR Doc. 72-9420 Piled 6-21-72; 8:59 am] 


terf«^ Use of alle S ed second-harmonic In 
13 6tatlon WGAN-TV, Channc 

Malne - Channel 294 had bee] 
wai o o ^ 0ur notlce indicated that thl 
Stan* C f >rrectal)le matter which would no 

^nmTnt. lhe ° f a ne€ded ™ 
’Commissioner H. Rex Lee absent. 


[Docket No. 19316; FCC 72-S17] 

PART 73—RADIO BROADCAST 
SERVICES 

FM Broadcast Stations, Table of 
Assignments for Certain Cities 

First report and order. In the matter of 
amendment of § 73.202(b), Table of As¬ 
signments, FM Broadcast Stations. (Wis¬ 
consin Dells. Wis.; Ocean City, Md.; Ful¬ 
ton, Ky.; Cabo Rojo, P.R.; Lobelville, 
Tenn.; Jacksonville, Fla.; Steamboat 
Springs, Colo.) Docket No. 19316; RM- 
1716; RM-1719; RM-1726; RM-1732; 
RM-1738; RM-1745; RM-1749. 

1. By its notice of proposed rule mak¬ 
ing (FCC 71-955), adopted September 8, 
1971, the Commission invited comments 
on the above captioned proposals for rule 
making. 1 These proposals include requests 
for first assignments at Cabo Rojo, P.R.; 
Lobelville, Tenn., and Wisconsin Dells, 
Wis. The Ocean City, Md., proposal is for 
a second assignment and the Steamboat 
Springs, Colo., and Fulton, Ky., proposals 
are for substitute channels. 

2. Wisconsin Dells , Wis. Obed S. Bor- 
gen seeks the assignment of Channel 
296A to Wisconsin Dells, to provide a first 
local nighttime service. He asserts that 
this channel could be used there if 
the Dodgeville, Wis., assignment were 
changed from Channel 296A to 257A and 
the Platteville, Wis., asssignment were 
changed from 257A to 296A, and has in¬ 
dicated his willingness to reimburse the 
licensees of the stations operating on 
these channels for their costs incurred in 
changing frequency. 3 * * * * At present, the only 
local service is provided by Mr. Borgen’s 
daytime-only AM station. Although the 
population of Wisconsin Dells is only 
2.105, he indicates that this number is 
substantially increased by the influx of 
tourists that form the mainstay of the 
area economy. Notwithstanding the 
channel changes that would be required 
he believes that it is important to estab¬ 
lish a full-time broadcast facility for 
this area. 

3. In addition to Mr. Borgen’s com¬ 
ments in favor of the proposal, the only 
other material filed was a letter from 
Robert J. Bodden, Vice President and 
General Manager of the Platteville sta¬ 
tion that would be affected by adoption 
of the proposal. Mr. Bodden charges 
that changing his station’s channel 
would cause it a considerable loss of cov¬ 
erage and a definite loss in established 
audience. He fears that the station’s 
audience would be confused by the 


' One additional proposal, that lor Jackson¬ 
ville, Fla., Is not Included in our present ac¬ 
tion but will receive our attention In the near 
future. 

* Although the FM Table lists Channel 257A 
as assigned to Dubuque, Iowa, it is utilized at 
Platteville. Wis., some 19 miles distant, under 
the former provisions of i 73.203(b) of the 
rules. To be consistent with the present pro¬ 
visions of the rule and to a result of the ac¬ 
tion taken herein, Channel 257A will be de¬ 
leted from Dubuque, Iowa, and Channel 296A 
will be substituted at Platteville. Wis. 


change, especially since the Dodgeville 
station which would move to its former 
channel is only 25 miles away. More¬ 
over, he asserts that being only 72 miles 
apart, a co-channel operation in Wis¬ 
consin Dells as has been proposed would 
limit his station’s coverage beyond 30 
miles from Platteville. (Finally, Mr. 
Bodden asserts that four FM stations 
already provide service to Wisconsin 
Dells and no more are needed. 

4. Although Mr. Bodden refers to four 
stations serving Wisconsin Dells, two of 
them are Class A operations some dis¬ 
tance away and the other two, though 
higher powered, are also some distance 
from Wisconsin Dells. None of these 
stations could be expected to orient it¬ 
self toward serving Wisconsin Dells and 
its environs. At present, Wisconsin Dells 
lacks a full-time radio facility and Mr. 
Bodden does not dispute petitioner’s as¬ 
sertion that this is the only way of bring¬ 
ing a first local nighttime service to that 
area. We believe that providing for this 
service is an important matter, war¬ 
ranting favorable action, unless there 
are significant countervailing considera¬ 
tions. We find Mr. Bodden’s assertions 
on this score unpersuasive. He fears the 
impact of the successor to his old chan¬ 
nel, operating only 25 miles away, but 
the 1 mv/m contour of a Class A sta¬ 
tion falls far short of this distance, even 
with maximum facilities. Undeniably, 
there is inconvenience in any change in 
frequency, but steps can be taken by 
the affected stations to inform their lis¬ 
teners and lessen its impact. While this 
impact is not to be discounted, we must 
take into account the important public 
interest considerations involved, and 
doing so convinces us that the balance 
clearly favors the proposal. Finally, the 
concern expressed about a cochannel op¬ 
eration being only 72 miles away is not a 
matter given recognition in our rules. 
The required separation in this case is 
65 miles and the rules provide no pro¬ 
tection other than that embodied in the 
mileage minimum. This is not to say 
that there could be no impact. However, 
were we to take this into account and 
protect a station to the extreme limit 
to which its signals could be received, it 
would be possible to make very few as¬ 
signments. Thus, in an effort to balance 
the competing needs for local service 
and for wideness of coverage, we estab¬ 
lished three classes of stations and util¬ 
ized minimum spacing requirements to 
govern their location. This proposal 
meets these requirements and Mr. 
Bodden has not given us any basis for 
altering our judgment and giving his 
situation special treatment. Accordingly, 
we will adopt the proposed assignment 
in Wisconsin Dells and modify the li¬ 
censes of the Dodgeville and Platteville 
stations upon expiration of their cur¬ 
rent license term. 3 


3 This procedure is in accordance with our 

previous practice in like circumstances—see 

Transcontinent Television Corp. v. FCC 113 

US. App. D.C. 284, 308 F. 2d 339, 23 RR 2064 

(1962) and 8econd Report and Order In 

Docket 18051 (Rockford, Illinois) 17 FCC 2d 
947 (1969). 
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5. Ocean City, Maryland. Commercial 
Radio Institute seeks the assignment of 
Channel 260 to Ocean City, a community 
of 1,334 year-round residents, whose 
numbers are greatly increased by an 
influx of tourists during the summer 
months. Ocean City already has one 
FM assignment, but it is utilized on a 
dual-city basis with Salisbury, Mary¬ 
land. It also has a full-time AM station. 
Although we indicated a readiness to 
consider assignment of the requested 
channel, we also suggested the possibility 
of using Channel 257A as an alternative, 
a channel that might be more suitable for 
a community of this size. Thus, we asked 
for comparative coverage information 
regarding use of a Class B versus a Class 
A channel in Ocean City. We were also 
concerned that assignment of Channel 
260 would foreclose use of Channels 257A 
and 261A in several area communities 
and noted that petitioner had not sup¬ 
ported its assertion that substitute chan¬ 
nels were available for use in these 
localities. 

6. In its comments, the only one filed 
in response to this proposal, petitioner 
again urged the need for a Class B assign¬ 
ment. According to its figures, a Class A 
station would serve only 19,469 year- 
round residents as compared to the 45,402 
that the Class B operation with reason¬ 
able facilities (assumed to be 30 kw ERP 
at 300 feet AAT) would serve or the 127,- 
350 persons the Class B operation would 
serve at maximum facilities. It also in¬ 
sisted that competitive equality with the 
facilities of the existing Class B opera¬ 
tion was a necessity if the new station 
were to survive. Petitioner has docu¬ 
mented its assertion that substitute Class 
A channels would be available, and, as it 
points out, assignment of the alterna¬ 
tive channel, 257A, would preclude use of 
Channel 260, the only Class B channel 
that is available. 

7. We are persuaded by petitioner’s 
showing that assignment of Channel 260 
is appropriate. Its showing has resolved 
our concern about the preclusionary im¬ 
pact on adjacent channels and it has 
documented the need for a Class B opera¬ 
tion to be able to render service based 
on the economic realities of competition 
with the Class B operation already serv¬ 
ing the community. We also agree that 
the smallness of the permanent popula¬ 
tion of Ocean City is not the only factor 
to take into account. In addition to the 
influx of thousands of seasonal residents, 
the fact remains that the higher powered 
operation would provide service to large 
areas now receiving only limited FM 
service. Having provided a first Class B 
channel for the area, we would serve no 
purpose by unnecessarily limiting the 
area’s second FM operation by arbitrarily 
limiting its potential for service to large 
numbers of persons only servable with 
Class B facilities. Nevertheless, since 
these views are premised on the inaugu¬ 
ration of a more than minimal Class B 
operation, we will require that any appli¬ 
cation for this channel propose an effec¬ 
tive radiated power of at least 25 kilo¬ 
watts. Thus, we hope to insure that pur¬ 
poses for which we are assigning Channel 


260 have a reasonable expectancy of 
fulfillment. 

8. Fulton, Ky . In response to the peti¬ 
tion by Ken-Tenn Broadcasting Corp., 
licensee of Station WFUL-FM, Fulton, 
Ky., we proposed the substitution of 
Channel 257A for 285A so that the second 
harmonic interference to reception of TV 
Channel 12 from Cape Guardeau could 
be ended. As in similar cases which have 
occurred previously, we indicated our 
concern about making changes solely 
on this basis when disruptions could 
be caused in the arrangement of scarce 
assignments and the result could merely 
be the transfer of the interference 
problem to another area. Therefore, 
we asked for additional information 
to the nature of the problem and the 
wisdom of the proposed solution. In 
response to the notice. Ken-Tenn 
Broadcasting Corp. indicated that its 
efforts at rectification of the interference 
problem had not been entirely success¬ 
ful and it insisted that its proposal would 
not transfer the problem elsewhere. It 
also asserted that the proposal would en¬ 
able it to operate with more than its 
present 500 watts ERP and thus provide 
service to significantly more people than 
it is now able to serve. No other com¬ 
ments were filed. 

9. Although petitioner’s comments are 
not accompanied by any engineering 
showing, our own analysis convinces us 
that in point of fact, the interference 
problem will not be moved elsewhere and 
the substitute channel does constitute a 
preferable assignment in any event. Were 
the proposed channel not clearly prefer¬ 
able in terms of its fitting the overall 
pattern of assignments, we would be con¬ 
cerned about the lack of meaningful 
comments from the proponent of the 
rule making, and could not act favorably 
on the petition unless the assertions in it 
were documented more thoroughly. In 
this instance the lack of data regarding 
the failure of efforts to rectify the inter¬ 
ference problems has not assumed such 
significance as to require denial of the 
proposal, and Channel 257A will be sub¬ 
stituted. Others in like circumstances 
should not rely on our acting unless 
proper documentation has been provided. 

10. Cabo Rojo, P.R. David Ortiz Radio 
Corp., licensee of a daytime-only AM 
station at Cabo Rojo, has proposed the 
assignment of Channel 221A to provide 
the community with a first FM assign¬ 
ment. Cabo Rojo has a population of 
7,158 and is located in a municipio hav¬ 
ing 25,569 residents. The requested as¬ 
signment meets all applicable require¬ 
ments and would permit inauguration of 
Cabo Rojo’s first FM and first local night¬ 
time service. This is a community of sub¬ 
stantial size in need of such service and 
the only comments submitted were those 
of the petitioner and included letters 
from area residents testifying to the need 
for the service. The case for the assign¬ 
ment is clear and it shall be made. 

11. Lobelville, Tenn. Mid-South Pro¬ 
fessional Services, Inc., has proposed the 
assignment of Channel 232A to Lobelville, 
Tenn. No other party has commented on 
this proposal. This community of 773 per¬ 


sons lacks any broadcast facility, as does 
the county, which has a population of 
5,238. While the community is small, the 
lack of any broadcast facility assumes 
even greater importance in reaching our 
decision. There is, according to the 
petitioner, reason to expect growth in the 
area and a basis for thinking that the 
station might well contribute to this 
growth as well as benefit from it. Al¬ 
though a site would have to be selected 
about 4 miles, west of the town in order 
to meet the spacing requirements to Sta¬ 
tion WJJM-FM, Lewisburg, Tenn., also 
on Channel 232A, petitioner states tint 
suitable sites are available, one of which 
it has already obtained. Finally, this 
channel can only be used in a limited 
area and using it at Lobelville would not 
deprive another larger community of a 
needed service. In sum, we view the as¬ 
signment as being warranted, and it will 
be made. 

12. Steamboat Springs , Colo. Arm¬ 
strong Broadcasting Corp., licensee of 
Station KOSI-FM in Denver, urged a 
change in the unoccupied Steamboat 
Springs channel from 265A to 244A in 
order to eliminate the short-spacing to 
Armstrong’s new transmitter site. Ac¬ 
cording to petitioner, the only party par¬ 
ticipating in regard to this proposal, un¬ 
less the substitution were made, a future 
applicant for the Steamboat Springs 
channel would be severely restricted in 
its ability to select a site meeting appli¬ 
cable spacing requirements. On the basis 
of the information before us it seems 
clear that the proposed change can be 
accomplished without detrimental im¬ 
pact on other assignments or on the 
assignment plan as a whole. Since the 
proposal has a number of important 
benefits for both the Denver and Steam¬ 
boat Springs channels we believe that 
the public interest would be served by 
making the requested change in the 
Steamboat Springs assignment, and it 
shall be made. 

13. Authority for this amendment h 
contained in sections 4(i), 303 (g) 

(r), and 307(b) of the Communications 
Act of 1934, as amended. In view of the 
foregoing, it is ordered. That effective 
July 28, 1972, the FM Table of Assign¬ 
ments, section 73.202(b) of the rules, is 
amended to read as follows for the cities 


listed below: 


City 

Steamboat Springs, Colo. 

Dubuque, Iowa_ 

Fulton, Ky_ 

Ocean City, Md_ 

Cabo Rojo, P.R_ 

Lobelville, Tenn_ 

Dodgevllle, Wis_ 

Platteville. Wis.. 

Wisconsin Dells, Wis_ 


Channel So. 

244A 

225,272A, 287 
257A 
t260. 284 
221A 
232A 
3 257A 
3 296A 
s296A 


ny application for this channel m 
fy an effective radiated power of at 
llowatts. . 

ffeotive 3 am. central standard 
1, 1973 (concurrently with the exp 
of the outstanding licenses f° r 
Wis., Station WDMP-FM on ChftJ 
and Platteville, Wis., Station 
m Channel 257A), or such earlier u 
oth of these stations at their 
i operation on their present chann 
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14, It is further ordered , That effective 
July 28, 1972. and pursuant to section 
316(a) of the Communications Act of 
1934, as amended, the outstanding license 
held by Ken-Tenn Broadcasting Corp. 
for Station WFUL-FM, Pulton, Ky., is 
modified to specify operation on Channel 
257A in lieu fo Channel 285A subject to 
the following conditions: 

ia) The licensee shall inform the 
Commission in writing by no later than 
July 28, 1972, of its acceptance of this 
modification. 

(b) The licensee shall submit to the 
Commission by August 18,1972, all neces¬ 
sary information complying with the ap¬ 
plicable technical rules for modification 
of authorization to cover the operation of 
Station WFUL-FM on Channel 257A at 
Pulton. Ky. 

(c) The licensee may continue to op¬ 
erate on Channel 285A under its out¬ 
standing authorization until it is ready 
to operate on the new frequency and sub¬ 
mits an application for an FM broadcast 
station license with proof of per¬ 
formance measurement data to demon¬ 
strate compliance with technical per¬ 
formance requirements of the rules. The 
licensee shall not operate on Channel 
257A without prior authorization from 
the Commission. 

(Sees. 4, 303, 307, 48 Stat., as amended, 1066, 
1082,1083; 47 UB.C. 154, 303, 307) 

Adopted: June 1,1972. 

Released: June 1,1972. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 4 

Tseal] Ben F. Waple, 

Secretary . 

I PR Doc .72-9423 Filed 6-21-72;8:59 am] 


[Docket No. 19336; FCC 72-516] 

PART 73— RADIO BROADCAST 
SERVICES 

FM Broadcast Stations, Table of 

Assignments for Rumford, Maine 

In the matter of amendment of § 73.- 
202, table of assignments, FM Broadcast 
Stations (Rumford, Maine). Docket No. 
19366; RM-1630. 

Report and order. 1 . The Commission 
here considers the notice of proposed 
rule making, adopted December 8, 1971 
(FCC 71-1241; 36 F.R. 23932), proposing 
Channel 242 in lieu of Channel 292A at 
Rumford, Maine. All population figures, 
™ ess otherwise noted, are from the 
1970 census. 

o ^dnrford, with a population of 
jJ.363, i s the largest city in Oxford 
^hty, population 43,457. AM Station 
'VRUM, daytime only, licensed to the 
Petitioner Rumford Broadcasting Co., 
(Rumford Broadcasting), is located 
here. Rumford Broadcasting had peti¬ 
tioned on the basis that Channel 292A is 
inadequate to fulfill the needs of Rum- 


4 Commissioner H. Rex Lee absent. 


RULES AND REGULATIONS 

ford and the Rangely Lakes region. Our 
notice indicated that (a) Rumford 
Broadcasting submit a preclusion study, 
(b) Rumford Broadcasting make a show¬ 
ing of the type set out in the Roanoke 
Rapids and Goldsboro, 9 FCC 2d 672 
(1967), case, and <c) concurrence of the 
Canadian Government was necessary 
(since Rumford is located within 250 
miles of the United States-Canada 
border). 

3. The preclusion study filed by Rum¬ 
ford Broadcasting 1 shows that there 
would be preclusion on Channels 240 
through 244, but the 10 communities 
within the preclusion areas each have 
at least one FM allocation and their size 
does not warrant any additional alloca¬ 
tion^) . Rumford Broadcasting has made 
a Roanoke Rapids-Goldsboro type show¬ 
ing on the basis of the normal prediction 
method. A showing on a terrain limited 
basis, under § 73.313(e) of the Commis¬ 
sion's rules, might have been more ap¬ 
propriate considering the mountainous 
terrain in the proposed service area/ In 
the circumstances, service from other 
stations into the Rumford station’s serv¬ 
ice area would be substantially less than 
shown. By the same token, only a Class 
C channel at Rumford would provide any 
degree of adequate service. Canada has 
agreed to the assignment of Channel 242 
to Rumford. 

4. In view of the foregoing, the public 
interests, convenience, and necessity 
would be served by the allocation of 
Channel 242 to Runford. Accordingly , 
it is ordered , That, effective July 28,1972, 
the FM table of assignments, is amended, 
as concerns Rumford, to state as 
follows: 

City Channel No. 

Rumford, Maine- 242 

Authority is set forth in sections 4(1), 
303 (g) and (r), and 307(b) of the Com¬ 
munications Act of 1934, as amended. 

5. It is further ordered, That this pro¬ 
ceeding is terminated. 

(Secs. 4, 303. 307, 48 Stat., os amended, 1068, 
1082, 1083; 47 U.S.C. 154. 803, 307) 

Federal Communications 
Commission,* 

[seal] Ben F. Waple, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc.72-9422 Filed 6-21-72;8:59 amj 


1 Guy Gannett Broadcasting Service as the 
licensee of Station WGAN-TV, Channel 13, 
Portland, Maine, also filed comments. It fa¬ 
vors the proposal because a station on Chan¬ 
nel 292A might cause second harmonic inter¬ 
ference to it. Our position in this respect 
has been and is that this Is not a factor 
which can ordinarily be taken into account, 
since the problem is correctable. See public 
notice “Policy to Govern Change of FM 
Channels to Avoid Interference to Television 
Reception,” 6 R.R. 2d 672 (1966), and “FM 
Interference to TV Reception” (FCC 67- 
1012 ). 

“Rumford Broadcasting, if the successful 
applicant, proposes a facility of 8.9 E.R.P. at 
1,000 feet a.a.t. 

“Commissioner H. Rex Lee absent. 
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Title 49—TRANSPORTATION 

Chapter V—National Highway Traffic 

Safety Administration, Department 

of Transportation 

[Docket 4-2; Notice 5] 

PART 571—MOTOR VEHICLE SAFETY 
STANDARDS 

Warning Devices 

The purpose of this notice is to re¬ 
spond to petitions for reconsideration 
of Motor Vehicle Safety Standard No. 
125, Warning Devices, in § 571.125 of 
Title 49, Code of Federal Regulations. 
The standard was issued on March 1, 
1972 (37 F.R. 5038). 

The Amerace-Esna Corp. suggested 
that the 98-percent purity requirement 
for the red reflex reflective material be 
deleted since the trichromatic color co¬ 
efficients provide sufficient definition of 
the red color. The NHTSA agrees, and 
furthermore has determined that the 
purity requirement for the orange fluo¬ 
rescent material should be deleted for 
the same reasons. Accordingly, S5.3.1(c) 
and S5.3.2(c) are deleted from the rule. 

Hawes Industries, Inc., requested that 
the standard permit the use of a triangu¬ 
lar warning device designed to be se¬ 
cured on the roof of a motor vehicle. 
They stated that the roof location was 
more convenient to the consumer than 
the recommended positioning behind the 
car and afforded as much or more pro¬ 
tection. As stated in the preamble to the 
standard, a number of comments advo¬ 
cating positioning of the device on the 
vehicle roof or side were received and re¬ 
viewed by the NHTSA in the formulation 
of the final rule. The Administration de¬ 
termined that placement of the device 
behind the vehicle would provide maxi¬ 
mum protection by affording a greater 
distance for recognition and response by 
oncoming traffic. For this reason, it has 
recommended positioning of the device 
100 feet behind the vehicle and requires 
an illustration indicating this location 
to be provided in the instructions. The 
standard does not prohibit manufacture 
or sale of a device capable of being 
mounted on a vehicle roof, as long as it 
meets all the Standard 125 requirements, 
including the capability of being set 
up on the ground. 

The standard requires that an illustra¬ 
tion depicting recommended positioning 
of the device be included with the instruc¬ 
tions for the device. The Administration 
is amending S5.1.5(c) to clarify its in¬ 
tent that the illustration provided be 
substantially identical to Figure 3. 

The standard as issued establishes 
separate width requirements for red re¬ 
flex reflective material and orange fluo¬ 
rescent material affixed to the faces of 
the warning device. Rowland Develop¬ 
ment Corp. stated that it manufactures 
a “dual purpose fluorescent orange-red 
reflective material,” and requested that 
the separate width requirements be sus¬ 
pended when such material is used. The 
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request appears to have merit, but 
NHTSA has concluded that an evalua¬ 
tion of the requirements pertaining to 
the fluorescent orange material is nec¬ 
essary before it can respond to this re¬ 
quest. A notice of proposed rule making 
containing proposed changes will be is¬ 
sued when the evaluation is completed. 
When the final revised requirements for 
the fluorescent material are established, 
a precise definition of the dual purpose 
material can be formulated. 

Prof. D. M. Pinch of the University of 
California stated that in order to clarify 
the color requirements the respective 
sources of illumination for the measure¬ 
ment of the red and orange color should 
be specified. The NHTSA agrees that this 
should be done, and accordingly S5.3.1 
has been modified to specify the use of a 
lamp with a tungsten filament operating 
at 2.854° K for the red measurement. The 
source of illumination for the measure¬ 
ment of the orange color will be specified 
with the revision of the fluorescent mate¬ 
rial requirements referred to above. 

The word ‘'tungsten” is inserted be¬ 
fore the word “filament” in the rule, as 
a clarification of the test conditions for 
red color and reflectivity. 

In consideration of the foregoing, Mo¬ 
tor Vehicle Safety Standard No. 125, 
Warning Devices, 49 CFR 571.125, is 
amended as follows: 

1. S5.1.5(c) is amended to read: 

(c) Instructions shall include the il¬ 
lustration depicted in Figure 3 indicating 
recommended positioning. 

2. S5.3.1 is amended to read: 

55.3.1 The color of the red reflective 
material on the warning device shall 
have the following characteristics, both 
before and after the warning device has 
been conditioned in accordance with S6.1, 
when the source of illumination is a lamp 
with a tungsten filament operating at 
2,854° Kelvin color temperature: 

(a) A chromaticity coordinate y of 
not more than 0.33. 

(b) Chromaticity coordinates x and y 
whose sum is not less than 0.992. 

3. S5.3.2 is amended to read as follows: 

55.3.2 The color of the orange fluores¬ 
cent material on the warning device shall 
have the following characteristics, both 
before and after the warning device has 
been conditioned in accordance with 
S8.1: 

(a) A chromaticity coordinate y of 
not less than 0.351 and not more than 
0.424. 

(b) Chromaticity coordinates x and 
y whose sum is not less than 0.943. 

4. S6.2 is amended to read as follows: 

56.2 Reflectivity test. Test the red re¬ 
flective material as follows: 

(a) Prevent the orange fluorescent 
material from affecting the photometric 
measurement of the reflectivity of the 
red reflective material, either by separa¬ 
tion or masking. 

(b) Use a lamp with a tungsten fila¬ 
ment operating at 2,854* Kelvin color 
temperature as the source of 
illumination. 


(c) Place the source of illumination 
100 feet from the red reflective material 
(Figure 2). 

(d> Place the observation point di¬ 
rectly above the source of illumination 
(Figure 2). 

(e) Calculate the total candlepower 
per incident foot candle of the red re¬ 
flective material at each of the entrance 
and observation angles specified in 
Table 1. 

Effective date: January 1,1974. 

(Secs. 103, 112, 119, National Traffic and 
Motor Vehicle Safety Act, 15 U.S.C. 1392, 
1401, 1407; delegation of authority, 49 CFR 
1.51) 

Issued on June 19,1972. 

Douglas W. Toms, 
Administrator. 

[FR Doc.72-9400 Filed 6-21-72;8:47 am) 


Chapter X—Interstate Commerce 
Commission 

SUBCHAPTER A—GENERAL RULES AND 
REGULATIONS 

[Service Order 1100) 

PART 1033—CAR SERVICE 
Union Pacific Railroad Co. 

At a session of the Interstate Com¬ 
merce Commission, Railroad Service 
Board, held in Washington, D.C., on the 
6th day of June 1972. 

It appearing, that the Union Pacific 
Railroad Co. lias filed an application with 
the Commission in Finance Docket No. 
27116, for a certificate of public con¬ 
venience and necessity authorizing oper¬ 
ation over a railroad owned by the Agri¬ 
cultural Products Corp., between a point 
of connection near Union Pacific Rail¬ 
road Co. Conda branch milepost six, in 
the vicinity of Epco, Caribou County, 
Idaho, and Dry Valley, Caribou County, 
Idaho, a distance of approximately 17.67 
miles, together with the necessary con¬ 
necting and auxiliary tracks; that the 
Commission is of the opinion that there 
is immediate need for service over this 
line pending decision by the Commission 
in Finance Docket No. 27116, and that 
operation of this line by the Union 
Pacific Railroad Co. is necessary in the 
interest of the public and the commerce 
of the people; that notice and public 
procedure herein are impractical and 
contrary to the public interest; and that 
good cause exists for making this order 
effective upon less than 30 days* notice. 

It is ordered, That: 

§ 1033.1100 Service Order No. 1100. 

(a) Union Pacific Railroad Co. author¬ 
ized to operate over tracks of Agricultural 
Products Corp. between Epco, Caribou 
County , Idaho, and Dry Valley, Caribou 
County, Idaho. The Union Pacific Rail¬ 
road Co. be, and it is hereby, authorized 
to operate over tracks of the Agricultural 
Products Corp. between a point of con¬ 
nection near Union Pacific Railroad 
Conda branch milepost six, in the vicin¬ 
ity of Epco, Caribou County, Idaho, and 


Dry Valley. Caribou County, Idaho, a 
distance of approximately 17.67 miles, 
together with the necessary connecting 
and auxiliary tracks. 

(b) Application. The provisions of this 
order shall apply to intrastate, interstate, 
and foreign traffic. 

(c) Effective date. This order shall be¬ 
come effective at 11:59 p.m., June 9,1972. 

(d) Expiration date. The provisions of 

this order shall expire at 11:59 p.m., 
December 31, 1972, unless otherwise 

modified, changed, or suspended by order 
of this Commission. 

(Secs. 1, 12. 15. and 17(2). 24 Stat. 379. 383. 
384, as amended; 49 U.S.C. 1, 12. 15, and 17 
(2). Interprets or applies secs. 1(10-17), 15 
(4), and 17(2), 40 Stat. 101, as amended, 54 
Stat. 911; 49 U.S.C. 1(10-17), 15(4), and 
17(2).) 

It is further ordered, That copies of 
this order shall be served upon the Asso¬ 
ciation of American Railroads, Car Serv¬ 
ice Division, as agent of the railroads 
subscribing to the car service and car 
hire agreement under the terms of that 
agreement, and upon the American Short 
Line Railroad Association; and that 
notice of this order shall be given to the 
general public by depositing a copy in 
the Office of the Secretary of the Com¬ 
mission at Washington, D.C., and by fil¬ 
ing it with the Director, Office of the 
Federal Register. 

By the Commission, Railroad Service 
Board. 

[seal] Robert L. Oswald. 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc.72-9458 Filed 6-21-72;8:53 sm] 


PART 1056—TRANSPORTATION OF 
HOUSEHOLD GOODS IN INTER¬ 
STATE OR FOREIGN COMMERCE 
[Ex Parte No. MC-19 (Sub-No. 9)] 
Practices of Motor Common Carriers 
of Household Goods 

Order. At a general session of the^In¬ 
terstate Commerce Commission, heldi at 
its office in Washington, D.C., on the 23a 
day of May 1972. . 

It appearing, that the Commission is¬ 
sued a notice of proposed rulemaion,,. 
dated June 23, 1969, in which notice was 
given of its proposals, inter alia, * 
inquire into the nature of existing agency 
agreements and relationships e J*terea 
into by motor common carriers of nouse- 
hold goods operating In Interstate 
foreign commerce subject to the inte ¬ 
state Commerce Act, (2) to tovestigaw 
the effect these agency agreements an 
relationships have upon the adequacy 7 
interstate moving services and the oo “ 
gation of the authorized common carr 
principals to perform reasonably a« 
quate and continuous service 
the terms of their certificates, (3) to► c 
sider whether there should be 
rules and regulations, or attached to va* 
exercise of the privileges granted DT 
certificates, such reasonable terms, 
ditions, or limitations, governing 
agency relationships, including Uie 
mulation of appropriate requirement* * - 
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to the registration of agents with this 
Commission and the determination by 
tills Commission of such agents’ fitness, 
as well as the possible prescription of uni¬ 
form agency agreements, agent qualifica¬ 
tions and performance standards, bond¬ 
ing and tenure requirements, methods of 
compensation, and other related matters, 
and (4) to take such other and further 
action, including possible recommended 
legislation, as the facts and circum¬ 
stances may justify or require; 

It further appearing, that investiga¬ 
tion of the matters and things involved 
in this proceeding has been made and 
that the Commission ha* made and filed 
its report herein containing its findings 
of facts and conclusions theron, which 
report is hereby referred to and made a 
part hereof; 

It is ordered , That the petitions to 
allow the filing of late-tendered state¬ 
ments filed by the National Furniture 
Warehouseman’s Association and Bekins 
Van Lines, Inc., on July 6, 1970, and July 
29, 1970, respectively, be, and they are 
hereby, granted for the reasons set forth 
in the said report, and that the late- 
tendered statements be, and they are 
hereby, accepted for filing. 

It is further ordered , That Part 1056 
of Chapter X of Title 49 of the Code of 
Federal Regulations be, and it is hereby, 
modified by amending section 1056.10 
and by adding regulations, as set forth 
below. 

ft is further ordered , That this order 
shall become effective on July 31. 1972, 
and shall remain in effect until modified 
or revoked in whole or in part by 
further order of the Commission. 

And it is further ordered , That notice 
of this order shall be given to the gen¬ 
eral public by depositing a copy thereof 
in the Office of the Secretary of the Com- 
at Washington, D.C., and by 
Jhrng a copy with the Director, Office of 
the Federal Register. 

(49U.s c. 301. 302. 304, and 308. 5 U.S.C. 553 
and 559) 


By the Commission. 

(seal] Robert L. Oswald, 

Secretary . 

1. 49 CFR 1056.10 shall be revised to 
read as follows: 

§ 1036.10 Receipt or kill of lading; in- 
formation thereon. 

Issuance of a receipt or bill of lad - 
N ° such comm on carrier shall issue a 
^ 0T x of * adin 8 for household 
for QS transported in interstate or 

commerce prior to receiving such 
usehold goods for such transportation; 
rpi^f 0mi ?. on carr *ers must issue such re- 
w Jv ° r 5^ lading when such house- 
d goods are received. 

hill l n foration required on receipt or 

of Whenever a receipt or bill 

issued to compliance with 
shan^ laptl (a) this section, the carrier 
folir k TTT? au ^ e be deluded therein the 

* mS? lnformation: 

carripJ; e n J ame and address of the motor 
dress > r agent’s name and ad- 

ment- in^ Ch u. wm tra ^Port the ship- 
the nari tlle ^IPment is to be interlined, 
ins 1^? and addr esses of all connec¬ 
ts carriers which will transport the 


shipment. All carriers that operate as 
agents and as independent certificated 
carriers shall be required to print in bold 
type upon all receipts or bills of lading 
the fact that they are not handling a 
shipment as an agent by use of the fol¬ 
lowing phrase: Not as an Agent for- 

_A listing of all principals cur¬ 
rently associated with the independent 
carrier-agent shall be listed in the blank. 

(2) The name, address, and telephone 
number of the office of the carrier is¬ 
suing the receipt or bill of lading that 
should be contacted in relation to the 
shipment, should there be a need for such 
contact. 

(3) The name, address, and telephone 
number of a person to whom notification 
provided for in § 1056.12(c) of the regu¬ 
lations in this part shall be given, except 
when this cannot be obtained from the 
shipper. 

(4) The actual pickup date and the 
agreed delivery date or the agreed period 
of time within which delivery of the 
shipment is expected at destination. The 
agreed delivery date or the agreed period 
of time in which delivery is expected to 
be made shall conform to the order for 
service. 

(5) The tare, gross, and net weights 
as required by § 1056.6(a) (1): Provided, 
however, That the tare weight shall be 
entered on the copy of the receipt or bill 
of lading given to the shipper with the 
tare weight ticket attached thereto be¬ 
fore the vehicle onto which the shipment 
has been loaded is weighed to determined 
the gross weight of the vehicle and the 
net weight of the shipment. True copies 
of the gross weight tickets required by 
§ 1056.6(b) shall be attached to the 
receipt or bill of lading as soon as such 
weight tickets are obtained, and if the 
shipper is present at the weighing, he 
shall then be given a copy of the gross 
weight ticket, otherwise, he shall be given 
a copy thereof at destination. 

(6) The number of the vehicle onto 
which the shipment is loaded and the 
number of the vehicle-load manifest on 
which the bill of lading number is re¬ 
corded as required by 5 1056.6(a)(1), 

(7) Amount of estimated charges and 
method of payment of total tariff 
charges. 

(8) Maximum amount required to be 
paid in cash, certified check, or money 
order to relinquish possession of a c.o.d. 
shipment on which actual charges ex¬ 
ceed estimated charges. 

(9) Whether the shipper requests no¬ 
tification of actual charges and where 
such communication will be received. On 
the same line on which the tare weight 
is to be entered, there shall be printed the 
words, ’’Shipper: The tare weight of the 
vehicle must be entered on this line prior 
to loading your shipment on the vehicle.” 
Across the bottom of the receipt or bill 
of lading, and copies thereof, there shall 
be printed in red letters not less than 
%-inch high the words ‘‘Any motor car¬ 
rier, or other person, or any officer, agent, 
employee, or representative thereof, who 
shall knowingly and willfully falsify, de¬ 
stroy, mutilate, or alter this receipt or bill 
of lading, shall be subject to a penalty of 
$5,000 for each such offense. (Sec. 222; 
49 U.S.C. 322.) ” 


2. The following sections shall be 
added to the Code of Federal Regulations. 

§ 1056.19 Required filings relating to 
agency agreements. 

(a) It shall be the responsibility of all 

principal carriers to file with the Com¬ 
mission a copy of all their active agency 
agreements. All agency agreements shall 
be in writing and signed by the agent' 
or its representative. Such agreements 
will be made available by the Commis¬ 
sion for public inspection. Agreements 
must conform to all Commission rules 
and regulations. Agreements currently in 
effect at the time this regulation becomes 
effective and conforming to the above- 
stated requirements must be filed on or 
before_: 

(b) It shall be the responsibility of all 
principal carriers to file with the Com¬ 
mission, along with the agreements re¬ 
quired in paragraph (a) of this section, 
a statement that shall include the 
following: 

(1) A description of the full scope of 
the agency or proposed agency; 

(2) Evidence of the financial condi¬ 
tion of the agent. 

(3) A list of the agent’s previous as¬ 
sociations with other carriers for 3 years 
prior to the filing with explanations for 
the discontinuances of the relationships; 

(4) A description of the agent’s fa¬ 
cilities and equipment; 

(5) A description of the agent’s Com¬ 
mission certificates, if any; and 

(6> A statement whether the agent 
has been denied authority by the Com¬ 
mission witliin the 3 years prior to filing, 
and if so, the details shall be required. 

(7) A definite plan of action designed 
to fully police the acts, policies, pro¬ 
cedures, and practices of agents. 

(c) It shall be the responsibility of 
all principal carriers promptly to notify 
the Commission of any agency termina¬ 
tion, together with the reasons therefor, 
within 10 days after such termination. 

§ 1056.20 Rcftpoiifcihilitiefi and luibili* 
lies of principal carriers. 

(a) Each principal carrier shall use 
due diligence and reasonable care in se¬ 
lecting and maintaining agents who are 
sufficiently knowledgeable fit, willing, 
and able to provide adequate moving 
services and to fulfill the obligations im¬ 
posed upon them by the Commission 
and by their principal. 

(b) Each principal carrier shall dis¬ 
close to each of the prospective agents 
all relevant information relating to its 
operations, the operation of its other 
agents, an*’ the relationship to be estab¬ 
lished between the principal and the 
prospective agent. This information 
shall be furnished, in a clear and perma¬ 
nent form, at the time contact is first 
established between the principal and 
the perspective agent. 

(c) Principal carriers are absolutely 
responsible for all the acts or omissions 
of their agents which relate to the per¬ 
formance of interstate transportation 
held out in the name of the principal 
or where the shipper is misled to believe 
the transportation would be performed 
by the principal. (49 U.S.C. 301, 302, 304, 
and 308, 5 U.S.C. 553 and 559.) 

|FR Doc.72-9454 Filed 6-21-72;8:52 ami 
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Proposed Rule Making 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

Bureau of Indian Affairs 
[ 25 CFR Part 5 ] 

RESERVATION ACCELERATION 
PROGRAM (RAP) 

Notice of Proposed Rule Making 

June 14, 1972. 

This notice is published in exercise 
of authority delegated by the Secretary 
of the Interior to the Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs by 230 DM 2 (32 F.R. 
13938). 

Notice is hereby given that it is pro¬ 
posed to add a new Part 5 to Subchapter 
A, Chapter I, Title 25 of the Code of Fed¬ 
eral Regulations, as set forth below. 
These regulations are proposed pursu¬ 
ant to the authority contained in 5 U.S.C. 
301. 

The purpose of these regulations is to 
establish the Reservation Acceleration 
Program (RAP) to give federally recog¬ 
nized Indian tribes the opportunity to 
consult with Bureau of Indian Affairs’ 
line officials on restructuring Bureau 
services to provide maximum support for 
the tribes’ comprehensive development 
plans. 

It is the policy of the Department of 
the Interior, whenever practicable, to af¬ 
ford the public an opportunity to parti¬ 
cipate in the rule making process. Ac¬ 
cordingly, interested persons may submit 
written comments, suggestions, or objec¬ 
tions regarding the proposed regulations 
to the Commissioner, Bureau of Indian 
Affairs, 1951 Constitution Avenue NW., 
Washington, DC 20242, within 30 days 
after date of publication of this notice in 
the Federal Register. 

Louis R. Bruce, 
Commissioner. 

PART 5— RESERVATION 
ACCELERATION PROGRAM (RAP) 

Sec. 

6.1 Purpose. 

5.2 Applicant eligibility. 

6.3 Application submission and acceptance. 

5.4 Implementation procedures. 

Authority: The provisions of this Part 5 
issued under 6 U.S.C, 301. 

§ 5.1 Purpose. 

The regulations in this part govern 
the procedures by which Indian or Native 
Alaska communities may negotiate with 
the Bureau of Indian Affairs to restruc¬ 
ture the Bureau’s programs. 

§ 5.2 Applicant eligibility. 

Applicant must be an Indian or Native 
Alaska community currently receiving 
services from the Bureau of Indian Af¬ 
fairs or an intertribal organization rep¬ 
resenting a group of such communities. 


§ 5.3 Application submission and ac¬ 
ceptance. 

(a) The governing body of the com¬ 
munity or the intertribal organization 
making application must support par¬ 
ticipation in the Reservation Accelera¬ 
tion Program by a formal resolution. The 
resolution requesting participation in the 
program may be submitted at any time 
to the Commissioner of Indian Affairs. 

(b) If the applicant is a community 
or communities served by a single Bureau 
of Indian Affairs Agency which serves no 
other communities, the Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs will, within 30 days after 
the date the application is received, in¬ 
form the applicant of the date when 
negotiations may begin. In other cases, 
the Commissioner will direct members of 
his staff to meet with the applicant to 
develop special procedures that are ac¬ 
ceptable both to the Commissioner and 
to the applicant. As soon as such proce¬ 
dures are accepted, a date for the start 
of negotiations will be announced. 

§ 5.4 Implementation procedures. 

(a) Leaders of communities selected to 
participate in the program will meet with 
the staff of the Bureau of Indian Affairs 
Agency that serves their communities to 
familiarize themselves with all aspects of 
the current Bureau program in their 
locality. The governing body will then 
prepare recommendations for changes in 
the Bureau program that it feels will 
support the comprehensive development 
plans of the community. These recom¬ 
mendations will be discussed with the 
Agency staff to determine if the Super¬ 
intendent has the authority to imple¬ 
ment them. When agreement is reached 
on those recommendations which are 
within the Superintendent’s authority, 
he will implement them providing the 
changes proposed will not adversely af¬ 
fect services to other communities. All 
RAP recommendations will be forwarded 
to the area office. 

(b) The same procedures described for 
negotiations at the Agency level will also 
apbly at the area office level. In addition, 
when a community indicates it would be 
willing to exchange Bureau funds or staff 
in a single activity for funds or staff of 
another activity, the Area Director will be 
responsible for contacting other commu¬ 
nities within his service area to inform 
them of the offer. When such an ex¬ 
change is agreed to by all parties, the 
Area Director will implement it. Other 
recommendations that are within his au¬ 
thority and on which agreement is 
reached will also be implemented imme¬ 
diately by the Area Director. 

(c) All RAP recommendations will 
then be forwarded to the Central Office 
where the negotiation process will be 
repeated. The Commission will be respon¬ 
sible for contacting other area offices to 
facilitate program exchanges that could 
not be made within a single area. 


(d) Upon completion of the Central 
Office negotiations, the agreement will 
be signed by the tribal leader, the Super¬ 
intendent. the Area Director and the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs. 

(e) The Area Director will be respon¬ 
sible for making any changes in the staff¬ 
ing or program of the area office that are 
necessary to implement the agreement 

(PR Doc.72-9374 Filed 6-21-72;8:45 amj 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 

Agricultural Marketing Service 
[ 7 CFR Part 948 1 


IRISH POTATOES GROWN IN 
COLORADO IN AREA 3 

Proposed Expenses and Rate of 
Assessment 


Consideration is being given to the ap¬ 
proval of the expenses and rate of as¬ 
sessment, hereinafter set forth, which 
were recommended by the Area Commit¬ 
tee for Area No. 3 established pursuant 
to Marketing Agreement No. 97 and 
Order No. 948, both as amended (7 CFR 
Part 948). 

This marketing order program regu¬ 
lates the handling of Irish potatoes 
grown in the State of Colorado and is 
effective under the Agricultural 
ing Agreement Act of 1937, as amended 
(7 U.S.C. 601 et seq.). .. ,, 

All persons who desire to submit wm- 
ten data, views, or arguments in connec¬ 
tion with these proposals may file tne 
same in quadruplicate with the Heann« 
Clerk. Room 112-A, U.S. Department ox 
Agriculture, Washington, D.C. 20250 , not 
later than the 15th day after publication 
of this notice in the Federal Register- 
All written submissions made pursuant 
to this notice will be made available io 
public inspection at the office of ti 
Hearing Clerk during regular business 
hours (7 CFR 1.27(b)). 

The proposals are as follows: 


i 948.267 Expenses and rale of 
nient. 

(a) The reasonable expenses that are 
ikely to be incurred by the Area coin- 
nittee for Area No. 3 to enable su 
:ommittee to perform its functions. P 
iuant to the provisions of Marketing 
Agreement No. 97, as amended, i an ^inrr 
>art, during the fiscal period ?1 400 . 
rune 30, 1973, will amount to $3,4^u 

(b) The rate of assessment to d? Pr 
>y each handler pursuant to Markciu^ 
Agreement No. 97, as amended, apn 
)art, shall be $0.00685 per hundredweign 
>f potatoes grown in Area No. 3 ha 

>y him as the first handler thereof aunn» 
iaid fiscal period. f 

(c) Unexpended income in .excess 
expenses for the fiscal period 
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June 30, 1973, may be carried over as a 
reserve. 

(d) Terms used in this section shall 
have the same meaning as when used 
in Marketing Agreement No. 97, as 
amended, and this part. 

Dated: June 19,1972. 

Paul A. Nicholson, 
Deputy Director, Fruit and Veg¬ 
etable Division, Agricultural 
Marketing Service. 

[FR Doc. 72-9441 Filed e-21-72;8:51 am] 


DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, 
EDUCATION, AND WELFARE 

Food and Drug Administration 
l 21 CFR Parts 1, 102 1 
NONSTANDARDIZED FOODS 
Proposed Common or Usual Names 

Section 403 (i) of the Federal Food, 
Drug, and Cosmetic Act requires a non¬ 
standardized food to bear on its label 
the common or usual name of the food. 
Section 403 (i) of the act also requires 
that, in the case of a nonstandardized 
food fabricated from two or more ingre¬ 
dients, the label shall bear the common 
or usual name of each such ingredient. 

The act does not specifically require 
the disclosure of the percentage of each 
ingredient shown on the label. Pursuant 
to the prohibition against misleading 
labeling in sections 201 (n) and 403(a) 
of the act, however, the Food and Drug 
Administration has required under § 1.10 
id) (21 CFR 1.10(d)) that, where the 
proportion of an expensive ingredient 
has a material bearing upon price or 
consumer acceptance, the label of a food 
shall bear a quantitative statement of 
ihe ingredient if the label would other¬ 
wise create the erroneous impression that 
me ingredient was present in an amount 
® r ™ er tk&n is actually the case. 

White House Conference of Food, 
Nutrition, and Health strongly supported 
raore informative food labeling for con- 
sumers. The Conference recommended 
J^uig existing law to establish, by regu- 
a uniform common or usual name 
Mat would accurately reflect the reason- 
Die expectations of consumers. It fur- 
rw re . comm ended that the amount of a 
characterizing ingredient, if any, should 
1Qtec * on la k e * in percentage 

°f by some °Uier accepted uniform 
0 u meani ngful to the consumer, ex- 
vsiW Wb f re w °uld be irrelevant to the 
* be P r0£ inct or misleading to 
Tbe Commissioner agrees 
nrA^r° U \ of these recommendations and 
poses to implement them. 

Drr^.S Ursuing tbese objectives, two ap- 
sionJ are available. On some occa- 
’ * * common or usual name has 
the p by regulation through 

titv ^^^hment of a standard of iden- 
® ection 401 of the act. These 
or witK 4 have been Promulgated with 
of mini * ^ accompanying standard 

01 Quality and standard ot fill of con¬ 


tainer. Where appropriate, the declara¬ 
tion of the percentage of any character¬ 
izing ingredient may be required as part 
of the name; this was the case with di¬ 
luted orange Juice beverages (37 F.R. 
5224). 

On other occasions, the common or 
usual name of the product or a require¬ 
ment for percentage labeling of an in¬ 
gredient has been determined by rule 
making under the general provisions of 
sections 201 (n), 403 (a) and (b), and 
701(a) of the act. For example, the name 
‘‘Greenland turbot” is established in 
§ 3.70 (21 CFR 3.70), and the amount of 
olive oil in a mixed oil is required to be 
declared under § 1.10(d) (21 CFR 1.10 
(d)). 

In the future, the Commissioner pro¬ 
poses to continue to utilize both of these 
alternative methods for determining the 
common or usual name of a food in¬ 
cluding the percentage labeling of char¬ 
acterizing ingredients. Procedures 
already exist under which the Commis¬ 
sioner, on his own initiative or on the 
petition of an interested person, may 
propose and promulgate a standard of 
identity under section 401 of the act. 
No similar procedure now exists for pro¬ 
posing the establishment of a common or 
usual name of a food. To allow for the 
establishment of such names, the Com¬ 
missioner proposes to establish the pro¬ 
cedures set forth below. 

The first fabricated foods for which 
the Commissioner proposes to establish 
a common or usual name which includes 
a percentage of the valuable character¬ 
izing ingredient (s) are seafood cocktails 
comprised of two or more seafood con¬ 
stituents and those cocktails with one 
seafood constituent such as shrimp cock¬ 
tail, crabmeat cocktail, etc. This pro¬ 
posal is prompted by complaints from 
consumers concerning both the amount 
of seafood present in such cocktails and 
the use of labeling which suggests a 
greater proportion of seafood than is 
actually present. The proposal is further 
made necessary by the fact that the pro¬ 
portion of the seafood in such cocktails 
has a material bearing on price and con¬ 
sumer acceptance within the meaning 
of § 1.10(d) (21 CFR 1.10(d)). The 

Commissioner concludes that for pur¬ 
poses of this proposal it is not necessary 
to establish standards of identity, quali¬ 
ty, or fill of container for the products 
in question. 

Therefore, pursuant to provisions of 
the Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic 
Act (secs. 201 (n), 403 (a), (b), (i), 
701(a), 52 Stat. 1041, 1047-48, 1055; 21 
U.S.C. 321(n), 343 (a), (b). (i). 371(a)) 
and under authority delegated to him 
(21 CFR 2.120), the Commissioner pro¬ 
poses to amend Chapter I: 

PART 1—regulations for the en¬ 
forcement OF THE FEDERAL 

FOOD, DRUG, AND COSMETIC ACT 

AND THE FAIR PACKAGING AND 

LABELING ACT 

1. In Part 1 by adding a new sentence 
to the end of paragraph (d) in § 1.10, 
as follows: 


§ 1.10 Food; labeling; designation of 
ingredients. 

* # • * » 

(d) • • • A label may be required to 
bear the percentage(s) of a character¬ 
izing ingredient(s) as part of the com¬ 
mon or usual name of the food pursuant 
to Part 102 of this chapter. 


PART 102—COMMON OR USUAL 

NAMES FOR NONSTANDARDIZED 

FOODS 

2. By adding a new Part 102 which 
would consist initially of the following 
two subparts and sections: 

Subpart A—General 

§ 102.1 General principles. 

General principles governing the es¬ 
tablishment of a common or usual name 
for a food under Subpart B of this part 
are as follows: 

(a) The common or usual name of a 
food, which may be a coined term, shall 
accurately identify or describe, in as 
simple and direct terms as possible, the 
basic nature of the food or its charac¬ 
terizing properties or ingredients. The 
name may not be false or misleading in 
any particular. The name shall be uni¬ 
form among all identical or similar prod¬ 
ucts and may not be confusingly similar 
to the name of any other food that is 
not reasonably encompassed within the 
same name. Each category of food shall 
be given its own common or usual name 
that states, in clear affirmative terms, 
what it is in a way that distinguishes it 
from different foods. 

(b) The common or usual name of a 
food shall include the percentage(s) of 
any characterizing ingredient(s) when 
the proportion of such ingredient (s) 
present in the food has a material bear¬ 
ing on price or consumer acceptance or 
when the label or the appearance of the 
food may otherwise create an erroneous 
impression that such ingredient(s) is 
present in an amount greater than is 
actually the case. In such situations the 
percentage of each such characterizing 
ingredient shall be declared by the words 

“containing _ percent _ 

-” with the first blank filled in 

with the percentage expressed to the 
nearest whole percent unless otherwise 
provided in Subpart B of this part, and 
the second blank filled in with the com¬ 
mon or usual name of the ingredient as 
specified in Subpart B. The word “con¬ 
taining” may be on the line below that 
part of the common or usual name of the 
food established in accordance with 
paragraph (a) of this section. The 

words “_ percent _” 

shall appear in a line directly below 
the word “containing,” in easily legible 
bold face print or type in distinct con¬ 
trast to other printed or graphic matter, 
and in a height not less than the larger 
of the following alternatives: 

(1) Not less than one-sixteenth inch 
in height on packages having a princi¬ 
pal display panel with an area of 5 square 
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inches or less and not less than one- 
eighth inch in height if the area of the 
principal display panel is greater than 
5 square inches; or 

(2) Not less than one-half the height 
of the largest type appearing in the 
common or usual name of the food. 

(c) Regulations under Subpart B of 
this part may be proposed or amended 
by the Commissioner of Food and Drugs 
either on his own initiative or on behalf 
of other interested persons who have sub¬ 
mitted a petition. Any such petition must 
include a proposed regulation for a food 
together with an adequate factual basis 
to support the petition in the form set 
forth in § 2.65 of this chapter and will 
be published for comment if it contains 
reasonable grounds for the proposed 
regulation. 

Subpart B—Common or Usual Name 
for Foods 

§ 102.20 Seafood cocktails; label state¬ 
ment* *. 

Seafood cocktails in package form fab¬ 
ricated with a single seafood ingredient 
or with multiple seafood ingredients shall 
bear a common or usual name which 
shall include: 

(a) When the cocktail contains only 
one seafood ingredient, the characteriz¬ 
ing seafood ingredient, i.e. Shrimp Cock¬ 
tail, Crabmeat Cocktail, etc.; or 

(b) When the cocktail contains multi¬ 
ple seafood ingredients, the term Seafood 
Cocktail; and 

(c) A statement of the percentage by 
weight of each characterizing seafood in¬ 
gredient in the manner set forth in 
5 102.1(b). 

(Sees. 201 (n), 403 (a), (b). (1). 701(a), 52 
Stat. 1041, 1047-48, 1055; 21 UJS.C. 321 (n), 
343 (a), (b), (1), 371(a)) 

Interested persons may, within 60 days 
after publication hereof in the Federal 
Register, file with the Hearing Clerk, De¬ 
partment of Health, Education, and Wel¬ 
fare, Room 6-88, 5600 Fishers Lane, 
Rockville, Md. 20852, written comments 
(preferably in quintuplicate) regarding 
this proposal. Comments may be accom¬ 
panied by a memorandum or brief in 
support thereof. Received comments may 
be seen in the above office during working 
hours, Monday through Friday. 

Dated: June 12, 1972. 

Charles C. Edwards, 
Commissioner of Food and Drugs . 

[PR Doc/*2-9296 Piled 6-21-72;8:45 am] 

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

[ 47 CFR Part 73 1 

[Docket No. 19524; FCC 72-513] 

FM BROADCAST STATIONS, TABLE 

OF ASSIGNMENTS FOR TERRELL 
HILLS, TEX. 

Notice of Proposed Rule Making 

In the Matter of amendment of 5 73.202 
(b), table of assignments, FM Broadcast 
Stations (Terrell Hills, Tex.). 


1. Notice of proposed rule making is 
hereby given in the above-entitled 
matter. 

2. In a memorandum opinion and order 
adopted today (FCC 72-512), the Com¬ 
mission rescinded its action of Febru¬ 
ary 23. 1972 1 deleting FM Channel 292A, 
Terrell Hills, Tex., from the FM table of 
assignments in order to eliminate the 
short separation between it and a co¬ 
channel assignment at Gonzales, Tex. 
This action was taken, upon reconsidera¬ 
tion, at the request of two petitioners* 
upon determining that there is an area 
approximately 8 miles west of Terrell 
Hills where a transmitter for a Terrell 
Hills 292A operation could be located con¬ 
sistent with all separation and city serv¬ 
ice requirements of the rules and that it 
is therefore possible to resolve the short 
spacing problem between the Terrell 
Hills and Gonzales 292A assignments by 
judicious site selection for a Terrell Hills 
operation. In this circumstance, we de¬ 
cided that the short spacing problem did 
not warrant deleting the Terrell Hills as¬ 
signment without rule making. We were 
not, however, satisfied that Channel 
292A is an otherwise technically desirable 
or needed assignment at Terrell Hills 
and decided that the question of whether 
Channel 292A should be retained at Ter¬ 
rell Hills or deleted and reassigned to fill 
a present or future need for FM service 
elsewhere warranted further considera¬ 
tion in rule making. This proceeding has 
been instituted for that purpose. 

3. Terrell Hills (1970 population, 
5.225) is an incorporated city located 
within the corporate limits of San An¬ 
tonio, Tex. (1970 population 654.153) and 
within the San Antonio urbanized area 
(Bexar County) which had a 1970 popu¬ 
lation of 830,460 Its one FM assignment, 
Channel 292A, has been occupied by Sta¬ 
tion KBUC-FM since 1967 but will soon 
be vacant since Station KBUC-FM is 
changing over to operation on the San 
Antonio Channel 298C assignment, pur¬ 
suant to authorization granted its li¬ 
censee. Turner Broadcasting Corpora¬ 
tion, on November 10, 1971.® Terrell Hills 


1 Memorandum opinion and order, released 
February 28. 1972 (FCC 72-180). 

■The petitioners were S.S.S. Broadcasting, 
Inc., licensee of Station KAPE(AM). San 
Antonio, Tex., and Terrell Hills Broadcasting 
Co., both prospective applicants for Channel 
292A at Terrell Hills. Prior to our action 
deleting the Terrell Hills assignment. Terrell 
Hills Broadcasting Co. tendered an applica¬ 
tion on December 8. 1971, for the channel 
which was not accepted for filing because of 
a spacing deficiency. Another application, 
tendered on August 19, 1971, by National En¬ 
terprises. Inc., for use of Channel 292A at 
Alamo Heights, which, like Terrell Hills, is 
an incorporated city within the corporate 
boundaries of San Antonio, was also not 
accepted for filing because of a spacing 
deficiency. 

* BPH-6285, granted November 10, 1971, 
after hearing (decision adopted July 20. 1971, 
Docket No. 18239, FCC 71R-230, 31 FCC 2d 

162; stayed by order, adopted August 31, 
1971, FCC 71-890; stay dissolved by further 
order, adopted November 10. 1971. FCC 71- 

1150). Station KBUC-FM is continuing oper¬ 
ation on the Terrell Hills Channel 292A as¬ 
signment pending its changeover to opera¬ 
tion on Channel 298C, the construction per¬ 
mit for which expires on November 10, 1972. 


will not be without FM service, however, 
for It will continue to be served by Sta¬ 
tion KBUC-FM operating on the San 
Antonio Class C assignment and receives 
a variety of local services from the other 
nine San Antonio stations (one educa¬ 
tional) which serve the San Antonio 
area. AM radio service is also available 
at Terrell Hills from 11 local AM sta¬ 
tions serving the San Antonio area. 

4. Due to the size of San Antonio and 
its urbanized area, of which Terrell Hills 
is a part, aside from Channel 292A, only 
Class C channels, designed for wide area 
coverage, have been assigned to this 
area. Unlike Class C channels, Class A 
channels are designed for limited cov¬ 
erage. Consequently, if Channel 292A is 
retained at Terrell Hills, it would be 
technically inferior to all other FM as¬ 
signments in the San Antonio area and 
could not be used to provide a service 
which would be technically comparable 
to that which all the other local stations 
in the San Antonio area can provide. 

5. With the San Antonio FM services 
available to it, we believe it highly 
questionable whether Terrell Hills itself 
has any need for a local FM outlet to 
serve any needs of that community dis¬ 
tinct from those of the San Antonio area 
in general, especially in view of the con¬ 
clusions reached by the examiner in the 
comparative hearing case for the San 
Antonio Channel 298C assignment. 
Turner Broadcasting Corp., 31 FCC 2d 
165 (1969). He stated in this regard, as 
follows (31 FCC 2d 184): 


Based on the record as a whole, It Is con¬ 
cluded that Terrell Hills is realistically * 
residential enclave wholly within the city 
limits of San Antonio which shares the 
needs, interests, social, civic, and recrea¬ 
tional facilities of San Antonio generally, 
and is in large degree dependent on San 
Antonio for governmental services. The ex¬ 
tent to which the record shows Terrell HU 
to be distinctive rests In the higher eco¬ 
nomic position and educational acW ®'’ 
ments of its residents. Stated simply, it 
one of the better residential areas ox j 
community and nothing more, with 
broadcast stations there assigned being 
pendent on San Antonio and its metrop 
tan area for existence. 


6. Since we have already asigned 
Class C channels (one educational) 
serve the San Antonio area, all occupi 
by existing stations, except Channel iv 
which will soon be activated by w* 
former Channel 292A Terrell HillsJ 
censee, we also believe it r 

whether there is any justifiable wen 
other reason for retaining Channel * - 
at Terrell Hills to provide another 
FM service in the San Antonio 
area which would be technically 
for serving and competing witn_o ^ 
stations in the area. While S.S.S. Bi 
casting contended in its petition , iot 
consideration of our action j. 

Terrell Hills assignment that the 
community in the San Antonio a*** 
needs for radio service, 
nighttime service, oriented to its 
and interests which are not now' _ 

adequately satisfied by the local s 
In the San Antonio area, and let^ ^ 
petitions submitted from local r ®® , 
support its view, we are not cowv 
that retaining Channel 292A at 
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Hills, or reassigning it to San Antonio, as 
suggested, is a desirable or needed solu¬ 
tion to the problem. This Class A chan¬ 
nel cannot be asisgned at San Antonio 
since a Class A channel could not pro¬ 
vide the requisite 70 dBu signal over the 
entire city of San Antonio, as required by 
§ 73.315(a) of the rules. If retained and 
used at required spacings at Terrell Hills, 
where it apears that less than 150 of the 
black community in the San Antonio 
urbanized area reside, only a technically 
inferior grade of service could be pro¬ 
vided throughout other portions of the 
San Antonio urbanized area where the 
majority of the black community reside. 
Further, it would appear that sufficient 
channels have been provided and sta¬ 
tions have been assigned so that any sig¬ 
nificant programing needs of the black 
community, as well as all other impor¬ 
tant minority and other groups, can be 
satisfied and existing deficiencies in this 
regard corrected by the existing stations. 

7. We think it may be better policy and 
in the public interest to reassign this 
Class A channel to fill a present or future 
need for FM service in unserved or under¬ 
served areas outside the San Antonio 
urbanized area. For example, there are 
a number of Texas communities within a 
radius of 40 miles, and 40 to 65 miles, 
from San Antonio, and outside the San 
Antonio urbanized area, such as Poteet 
and Pleasanton, to the south, and 
Boeme, Jourandton, Charlotte, Kerrville, 
Fredericksburg, and Blanco, to the 
northwest, where Channel 292A could 
be assigned and used at required spacings 
if not retained at Terrell Hills. It would 
be helpful in reaching a decision to have 
comments and proposals in this regard. 

8- In view of the foregoing, we propose, 
for consideration, the revision of the FM 
table of assignments, § 73.202(b) of the 
rules, by deleting Channel 292A from 
Terrell Hills, Tex. We also propose to 
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consider revision of the table to reassign 
Channel 292A to a community outside the 
San Antonio urbanized area. 

9. Authority for the actions proposed 
herein is contained in sections 4(i), 303, 
and 307(b) of the Communications Act 
of 1934, as amended. 

10. Cutoff procedure. As in other re¬ 
cent FM rule making proceedings, the 
following procedures will govern: 

(a) Counterproposals advanced in this 
proceeding itself will be considered, if 
advanced in initial comments, so that 
parties may comment on them in reply 
comments. They will not be considered, if 
advanced in reply comments. 

(b) With respect to petitions for rule 
making which conflict with the proposals 
in this notice, they will be considered as 
comments in the proceeding, and public 
notice to this effect will be given, as long 
as they are filed before the date for filing 
initial comments herein. If filed later 
than that, they will not be considered in 
connection with the decisions herein. 

11. Pursuant to applicable procedures 
set out in §1.415 of the Commission’s 
rules and regulations, interested parties 
may file comments on or before July 28, 
1972, and reply comments on or before 
August 8, 1972. All submissions by parties 
to this proceeding or persons acting on 
behalf of such parties must be made in 
written comments, reply comments, or 
other appropriate pleadings. 

12. In accordance with the provisions 
of § 1.419 of the Commission’s rules and 
regulations, an original and 14 copies of 
all comments, reply comments, plead¬ 
ings, briefs, or other documents shall be 
furnished the Commission. 

13. All filings made in this proceeding 
will be available for examination by In¬ 
terested parties during regular business 
hours in the Commission’s Public Refer¬ 
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ence Room at its Headquarters in Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. (1919 M Street NW.), 

Adopted: June 14,1972. 

Released: June 16,1972. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 4 
l seal 1 Ben F. Waple, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc.72-9417 Filed 6-21-72:8:59 am) 


FEDERAL MARITIME COMMISSION 

[ 46 CFR Part 536 1 

[Docket No. 72-19) 

FILING OF TARIFFS BY COMMON 
CARRIERS BY WATER IN THE FOR¬ 
EIGN COMMERCE OF THE UNITED 
STATES AND BY CONFERENCES OF 
SUCH CARRIERS 

Proposed Requirements; Enlargement 
of Time for Filing Comments 

The Commission’s notice of proposed 
rule making in this proceeding was pub¬ 
lished in the Federal Register May 20, 
1972 (37 FH. 10389). Upon request of 
interested persons, and good cause ap¬ 
pearing, time within which comments 
may be filed in response to the notice of 
proposed rule making is enlarged to and 
including September 15, 1972. Comments 
should be submitted in an original with 
15 copies. 

Time within which Hearing Counsel's 
reply to comments may be filed is en¬ 
larged to and including October 13, 1972. 
Answers to Hearing Counsel’s reply shall 
be submitted on or before November 3, 
1972. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Francis C. Hurney, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc.72-9448 Filed 6-21-72:8:52 ami 


* Commissioner H. Rex Lee absent. 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

Bureau of Land Management 

(Colorado 16211J 

COLORADO 

Notice of Proposed Withdrawal and 
Reservation of Lands 

June 15, 1972. 

The Forest Service, U.S. Department 
of Agriculture, has filed an application, 
Serial No. C-16211, for the withdrawal 
of the lands described below, from pros¬ 
pecting, location, and entry under the 
General Mining Laws only, subject to 
valid existing rights. 

The applicant desires the lands for 
campgrounds, recreational develop¬ 
ments, and a scenic overlook. 

For a period of 30 days from the date 
of publication of this notice, all persons 
who wish to submit comments, sugges¬ 
tions, or objections in connection with 
the proposed withdrawal may present 
their views in writing to the undersigned 
officer of the Bureau of Land Manage¬ 
ment, Department of the Interior, Colo¬ 
rado State Office, 700 Colorado State 
Bank Building, 1600 Broadway, Denver, 
CO 80202. 

The Department's regulations (43 CFR 
2351.4(c)) provide that the authorized 
officer of the Bureau of Land Manage¬ 
ment will undertake such investigations 
as are necessary to determine the exist¬ 
ing and potential demand for the lands 
and their resources. He will also under¬ 
take negotiations with the applicant 
agency with the view of adjusting the 
application to reduce the area to the 
minimum essential to meet the appli¬ 
cant's needs, to provide for the maximum 
concurrent utilization of the lands for 
purposes other than the applicant's, to 
eliminate lands needed for purposes more 
essential than the applicant’s, and to 
reach agreement on the concurrent man¬ 
agement of the lands and their resources. 

The authorized officer will also prepare 
a report for consideration by the Secre¬ 
tary of the Interior who will determine 
whether or not the lands will be with¬ 
drawn as requested by the applicant 
agency. 

The determination of the Secretary on 
the application will be published in the 
Federal Register. A separate notice will 
be sent to each interested party of record. 

If circumstances warrant, a public 
hearing will be held at a convenient time 
and place, which will be announced. 

The lands involved in the application 
are: 

Sixth Principal Meridian 

WHITE RIVER NATIONAL FOREST 

Eagle Park Campground 
T. 7S..R. 80 W., 

Sec. 22, lots 5, 6, 7, B%E&SEV4SW}4. 


Notices 


Yeoman Park Campground 
T 6 S R 83 W 

Sec. 26, W1/ 2 NE«4SW»4, NVi8W*4SWJ4; 
Sec. 27, SW^NE^, N»/ 2 NW»4SE>/ 4 . 

Deep Creek Overlook 
T. 4 S„ R. 87 W., 

Sec. 19, Sy 2 NE«/ 4 SEi/ 4 SEV4, N»/ 2 SE>/ 4 SE% 
SE»/ 4 ; 

Sec. 20. S*/ 2 NW%SW!4SW>4. N»/ 3 SW&SWft 

sw«A. 

Trappers Lake Recreation Area 

T. 1 S.. R. 88 W. (Protraction Diagram No. 3, 
dated 10/10/61), 

Secs. 2. 3, 10, and 11: Beginning at a 
point from which the outlet of Trappers 
Lake bears S. 44° W., 8 chains, thence 
due N. 22 chains to a point on the north 
line of sec. 2 (Protracted); thence due 
W. 20 chains; thence due S. 22 chains; 
thence due W. 50 chains; thence due S. 
60 chains; thence due W. 10 chains; 
thence due 8. 40 chains; thence due E. 
60 chains; thence due S. 20 chains; 
thence due E. 40 chains; thence due N. 
120 chains; thence due W. 20 chains to 
the point of beginning. 

Heart Lake Recreation Area Addition 

T. 3 S.. R. 88 W., 

Sec. 30, NEV 4 SW«4. 

T. 3 S., R. 89 W., 

Sec. 25, N»/ 2 SW»4. 

Marvine Creek Campground 

T. 1 N., R. 89 W. (Protraction Diagram No. 3, 
dated 10/10/61), 

Sec. 31, Beginning at the E>/& Corner of 
Sec. 36. T. 1 N.. R. 90 W., 6th P.M., thence 
N. 15 chains; thence E. 10 chains; thence 
S. 30 chains; thence W. 10 chains; thence 
N. 15 chains to the point of beginning. 
T. 1 N., R. 90 W., 

Sec. 36, SE»/ 4 SE«ANE^, E&NE^SE^. 

The areas described aggregate approx¬ 
imately 1474.66 acres. 

J. Elliott Hall, 

Chief , 

Division of Technical Services . 
[FR Doc.72-9415 Piled 6-21-72;8:59 am] 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 

Rural Electrification Administration 

ASSOCIATED ELECTRIC COOPERA¬ 
TIVE, INC., SPRINGFIELD, MO. 

Final Environmental Statement 

Notice is hereby given that the Rural 
Electrification Administration has pre¬ 
pared a final environmental statement in 
accordance with section 102(2) (C) of the 
National Environmental Policy Act of 
1969, in connection with loan applica¬ 
tions from 43 distribution cooperatives 
supplied by Associated Electric Coopera¬ 
tive, Inc., of Springfield, Mo., through 
six member G&T systems. These loan ap¬ 
plications, together with funds from 
other sources, include financing for a 345 
kV transmission line from Dixon, Mo., to 


the Missourl-Kansas State line, and one 
345/161 kV substation. Financing in¬ 
volves Associated's subsidiary, Federated 
Electric Cooperative, Inc. 

Additional information may be secured 
on request, submitted to Mr. James N. 
Myers, Assistant Administrator-Electric, 
Rural Electrification Administration, 
U.S. Department of Agriculture, Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. 20250. The final environ¬ 
mental statement may be examined dur¬ 
ing regular business hours at the offices 
of REA in the South Agriculture Build¬ 
ing, 12th Street and Independence Ave¬ 
nue SW., Washington, D.C., Room 4322 
or at the borrower address indicated 
above. 

Final REA action with respect to this 
matter (including any release of funds) 
may be taken after thirty (30) days, but 
only after REA has reached satisfactory 
conclusions with respect to its environ¬ 
mental effects and after procedural re¬ 
quirements set forth in the National 
Environmental Policy Act of 1969 have 
been met. 

Dated at Washington, D.C., this 19th 
day of June 1972. 

David A. Hamil, 
Administrator, 

Rural Electrification Administration. 

(PR Doc.72-9442 Piled G-21-72;8:51 am] 


DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 

Office of Import Programs 
AMERICAN NATIONAL RED CROSS 

Notice of Decision on Application for 
Duty-Free Entry of Scientific Article 

The following is a decision on an ap¬ 
plication for duty-free entry of a scien¬ 
tific article pursuant to section 6(c) oi 
the Educational, Scientific, and Culture 
Materials Importation Act of 1966 (Pu D * 
lie Law 89-651, 80 Stat. 897) and tne 
regulations issued thereunder as 
amended (37 F.R. 3892 et seq.). 

A copy of the record pertaining to this 
decision is available for public reWNr 
during ordinary business hours of the De¬ 
partment of Commerce, at the 
Import Programs, Department of Com¬ 
merce, Washington, D.C. 

Docket No. 72-00268-01-07520. Appli¬ 
cant: American National Red Cros^ 
Blood Research Laboratory, 
Georgetown Road, Bethesda, MD -00' 1 • 
Article: Microcalorimeter. Manuia ' 

turer: LKB Produkter AB. Sweden, in¬ 
tended use of article: The article is 
tended to be used for the measurem 
of heat changes in a number of P roc ?* , 
related to the biochemistry and P* 1 * 
ology of blood. These include: 

(1) Determination of energy changes 
during the reaction of platelets wit 
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variety of agents important in adhesion 
and aggregation and the measure¬ 
ment of the effect of pharmacological 
inhibitors. 

(2) Energy changes involved in the 
effect of various reagents and procedures 
on red cells from patients suffering from 
sickle cell anemia. 

(3) Enthalpy changes involved in ad¬ 
ditives of interest in the freezing-pres¬ 
ervation of red cells and platelets and 
their applicability to the freezing-pres¬ 
ervation of intact organs. 

(4) Thermodynamics of antibody re¬ 
actions with red cell antigens. 

(5) Thermodynamics of metal bind¬ 
ing and aggregation-disaggregation phe¬ 
nomenon in the urinary glycoprotein de¬ 
rived from renal tubules. 

Comments: No comments have been 
received with respect to this application. 

Decision: Application approved. No in¬ 
strument or apparatus of equivalent 
scientific value to the foreign article, 
for such purposes as this article is in¬ 
tended to be used, is being manufactured 
in the United States. 

Reasons: The foreign article has a 
sensitivity of 0.1 microcalorie. We are 
advised by the Department of Health, 
Education, and Welfare (HEW) in its 
memo dated May 19, 1972, that the best 
sensitivity available is pertinent to the 
applicant’s studies of human blood. HEW 
further advises that it knows of no do¬ 
mestic instrument which matches the 
sensitivity of the article. 

The Department of Commerce knows 
of no other instrument or apparatus of 
equivalent scientific value to the foreign 
article, for such purposes as this article 
is intended to be used, which is being 
manufactured in the United States. 

Seth M. Bodner, 
Director , 

Office of Import Programs. 

(PR Doc.72-9401 Filed 6-21-72:8:47 am] 


argonne national laboratory 

Notice of Decision on Application for 
Duty-Free Entry of Scientific Article 

The following is a decision on an ap¬ 
plication for duty-free entry of a scien¬ 
ce article pursuant to section 6(c) of 
Jbe Educational, Scientific, and Cultural 
Materials Importation Act of 1966 (Pub¬ 
lic Law 89-651. 80 Stat. 897) and the 
regulations issued thereunder as 
amended (37 F.R. 3892 et seq.). 

°* the record pertaining to this 
decision is available for public review 
bring ordinary business hours of the 
J-Jppartment of Commerce, at the Office 
P * mporfc Programs, Department of 
Commerce, Washington, D.C. 

*** No - 71-00408-75-88600. Appli- 
^,;L A ^ 0nne National Laboratory, 9700 
A*j„Y „ s Aven ue, Argonne, IL 60439. 
tnr/ ° V. ^Welding windows. Manufac- 

G*naany h0tt ° ptical Glass > Inc - West 

use «>* article: The article 
Provide shielded cells and 
f^PPort facilities for examination of 
radioactive nuclear materials. Ttie 


shielding window viewing glass blocks 
will be used in window assemblies which 
provide shielding and particulate con¬ 
tainment protection for personnel who 
are engaged in the examination of ir¬ 
radiated reactor fuels and irradiated ma¬ 
terials from reactors and reactor loops. 
The materials to be studied include ura¬ 
nium and plutonium as well as metals 
and metal alloys used in the fabrication 
of reactor fuel. 

Comments: No comments have been 
received with respect to this application. 

Decision: Application approved. No in¬ 
strument or apparatus of equivalent sci¬ 
entific value to the foreign article, for 
such purposes as this article is intended 
to be used, is being manufactured in the 
United States. 

Reasons: The National Bureau of 
Standards (NBS) advises in its memo¬ 
randum dated May 12. 1972, that shield¬ 
ing glass which will not discharge 
spontaneously and which will not be 
discharged by a bruising impact admin¬ 
istered 10 to 20 minutes after ceasing 
radiation at an exposure of 4 x 10 4 
Roentgens per hour is pertinent to the 
applicant’s research studies. The foreign 
article satisfies this pertinent specifica¬ 
tion. NBS further advises that it knows 
of no domestically manufactured item 
capable of satisfying this pertinent 
specification. 

Seth M. Bodner, 

Director , 

Office of Import Programs. 

(FR Doc.72-9406 Filed 6-21-72:8:48 am] 


FERRIS STATE COLLEGE 

Notice of Decision on Application for 

Duty-Free Entry of Scientific Article 

The following is a decision on an ap¬ 
plication for duty-free entry of a scien¬ 
tific article pursuant to section 6(c) of 
the Educational, Scientific, and Cultural 
Materials Importation Act of 1966 (Pub¬ 
lic Law 89-651, 80 Stat. 897) and the 
regulations issued thereunder as 
amended (37 P.R. 3892 et seq.). 

A copy of the record pertaining to this 
decision is available for public review 
during ordinary business hours of the 
Department of Commerce, at the Office 
of Import Programs, Department of 
Commerce, Washington, D.C. 

Docket No. 72-00186-99-37450. Appli¬ 
cant: Ferris State College, 901 South 
State Street, Big Rapids, MI 49307. Ar¬ 
ticle: Hydraulic apparatus. Manufac¬ 
turer: Armfield Engineering, Ltd., 

United Kingdom. 

Intended use of article: The article is 
to be used in the instruction of hy¬ 
drology courses for the following cur- 
riculums; Civil Technology, Surveying, 
Building Construction, and Environ¬ 
mental Health. 

Comments: No comments have been 
received with respect to this application. 

Decision: Application approved. No in¬ 
strument or apparatus of equivalent sci¬ 
entific value to the foreign article, for 
such purposes as this article is intended 
to be used, is being manufactured in the 
United States. 


Reasons: The foreign article consists 
of apparatus designed to permit a variety 
of demonstrations in the field of hydrol¬ 
ogy. We are advised by the National Bu¬ 
reau of Standards (NBS) in its memo¬ 
randum dated May 19, 1972, that the 
availability of such apparatus is per¬ 
tinent to the applicant’s intended pur¬ 
poses. NBS further advises that it knows 
of no domestically manufactured instru¬ 
ments scientifically equivalent to the for¬ 
eign article for the applicant’s intended 
use. 

Seth M. Bodner, 

Director , 

Office of Import Programs. 

(FR Doc.72-9403 Filed 6-21-72:8:47 am] 


HARVARD UNIVERSITY 

Notice of Decision on Application for 
Duty-Free Entry of Scientific Article 

The following is a decision on an ap¬ 
plication for duty-free entry of a scien¬ 
tific article pursuant to section 6(c) of 
the Educational. Scientific, and Cultural 
Materials Importation Act of 1966 (Pub¬ 
lic Law 89-651, 80 Stat. 897) and the reg¬ 
ulations issued thereunder as amended 
(37 F.R. 3892 et seq.). 

A copy of the record pertaining to this 
decision is available for public review 
during ordinary business hours of the 
Department of Commerce, at the Office 
of Import Programs, Department of 
Commerce, Washington, D.C. 

Docket No. 72-00266-33-43400. Appli¬ 
cant: Harvard University, Purchasing 
Department, 75 Mount Auburn Street, 
Cambridge, MA 02138. Article: Micro¬ 
manipulator. Manufacturer: AB Trans¬ 
vertex, Sweden. 

Intended use of article: The article is 
intended to be used in experiments on 
the central nervous system of the cat to 
investigate the anatomical and physio¬ 
logical properties of single nerve cells 
in the visual cortex, a region of the brain 
that is concerned with the processing of 
visual information. The article will be 
used in these experiments to hold the 
microelectrode and advance it into the 
brain thus permitting rapid and precisely 
controlled movements of the microelec¬ 
trode as it approaches and penetrates 
the nerve cells. 

Comments: No comments have been 
received with respect to this application. 

Decision: Application approved. No in¬ 
strument or apparatus of equivalent 
scientific value to the foreign article, for 
such purposes as this article is intended 
to be used, is being manufactured in the 
United States. 

Reasons: The foreign article provides 
the capability to advance electrodes in 
short abrupt steps in a precise manner. 
We are advised by the Department of 
Health, Education, and Welfare (HEW) 
in its memorandum dated May 19, 1972, 
that the capability described above is 
pertinent to the applicant's research 
studies. HEW further advises that it 
knows of no comparable apparatus being 
manufactured in the United States which 
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provides the precise mode of advance re¬ 
quired to accomplish the applicant’s 
objectives. 

The Department of Commerce knows 
of no other instrument or apparatus of 
equivalent scientific value to the foreign 
article, for such purposes as this article 
is Intended to be used, which is being 
manufactured in the United States. 

Seth M. Bodnbr. 

Director, 

Office of Import Programs . 

IFR Doc.72-9407 Filed 6-21-72;8:48 am] 


MARTIN LUTHER KING, JR. GENERAL 
HOSPITAL ET AL. 

Notice of Consolidated Decision on 

Applications for Duty-Free Entry of 

Ultramicrotomes 

The following is a consolidated deci¬ 
sion on applications for duty-free entry 
of ultramicrotomes pursuant to section 
6(c) of the Educational, Scientific, and 
Cultural Materials Importation Act of 
1966 (Public Law 89-651, 80 Stat. 897) 
and the regulations issued thereunder as 
amended (37 F.R. 3892 et seq.). (See 
especially section 701.11(e).) 

A copy of the record pertaining to each 
of the applications in this consolidated 
decision is available for public review 
during ordinary business hours of the De¬ 
partment of Commerce, at the Special 
Import Programs Division, Office of Im¬ 
port Programs. Department of Com¬ 
merce. Washington. D.C. 

Docket No. 72-00280-33-46500. Appli¬ 
cant: Martin Luther King, Jr. General 
Hospital, 12021 South Wilmington Ave¬ 
nue, Los Angeles, CA 90059. Article: 
Ultramicrotome, LKB 8800A. Manufac¬ 
turer: LKB Produkter AB, Sweden. 
Intended use of Article: The article is in¬ 
tended to be used in investigations of ul- 
tramicroscopic features of cancer in hu¬ 
man tissue, inflammatory changes in 
human kidney tissue, and the ultramicro- 
scopic features of human tissue in sickle 
cell anemia. The article will also be used 
in training resident physicians in the 
specialty of pathology which will include 
complete instruction in techniques of 
electron microscopy and ultrastructural 
histopathology techniques. Application 
received by Commissioner of Customs: 
December 10, 1971. Advice submitted by 
Department of Health, Education, and 
Welfare on: May 30, 1972. 

Docket No. 72-00284-33-46500. Appli¬ 
cant: The University of Texas Medical 
School, 102 Jesse Jones Library, Texas 
Medical Center, Houston, TX 77025. Arti¬ 
cle: Ultramicrotome, LKB 8800A. Manu¬ 
facturer: LKB Produkter AB, Sweden. 
Intended use of article: The article is in¬ 
tended to be used in investigations to re¬ 
veal the following: 

(1) The bases for formation and stor¬ 
age of neurotransmitters in the nervous 
system at the ultrastructural level: 

(2) The structural bases for reception, 
transduction and transmission of stimuli 
from the environment; and 

(3) The ultrastructure of myelin in 
normal and pathologic conditions. 


Application received by Commissioner of 
Customs: December 13,1971. Advice sub¬ 
mitted by Department of Health, Educa¬ 
tion, and Welfare on: May 30,1972. 

Docket No. 72-00293-33-46500. Appli¬ 
cant: Veterans Administration Hospital, 
800 Stadium Road, Columbia, MO 65201. 
Article: Ultramicrotome, Model LKB 
8800A. Manufacturer: LKB Produkter 
AB, Sweden. Intended use of article: The 
article is intended to be used for three 
dimensional sectioning of human bone 
marrow and soft tissue tumors in con¬ 
nection with diagnosis and therapy of 
selected human neoplasms. The article 
will also be used in the training of physi¬ 
cians for specialties in laboratory medi¬ 
cine including interpretation and prepa¬ 
ration of material for electron micros¬ 
copy. Application received by Commis¬ 
sioner of Customs: December 23, 1971. 
Advice submitted by Department of 
Health, Education, and Welfare on: 
May 30, 1972. 

Docket No. 72-00296-33-46500. Appli¬ 
cant: Tufts University School of Medi¬ 
cine, 136 Harrison Avenue, Boston, MA 
02111. Article: Ultramicrotome, Model 
LKB 8800A Manufacturer: LKB Produk¬ 
ter AB, Sweden. Intended use of article: 
The article is intended to be used for 
thick and thin sectioning of biological 
materials (animal and human tissues) to 
be axamined from a histochemical and 
morphological view. Application received 
by Commissioner of Customs: December 
28, 1971. Advice submitted by Depart¬ 
ment of Health, Education, and Welfare 
on: May 30,1972. 

Docket No. 72-00297-33-46500. Appli¬ 
cant: University of Pittsburgh School of 
Medicine, Department of Pathology, Eye 
Pathology Laboratory. Eye and Ear Hos¬ 
pital, 230 Lothrop Street, Pittsburgh, PA 
15213. Article: Ultramicrotorae, Model 
LKB 8800A. Manufacturer: LKB Pro¬ 
dukter AB, Sweden. Intended use of arti¬ 
cle: The article is intended to be used for 
the ultrastructural investigation of a 
variety cf ocular diseases especially those 
changes involving the trabecular mesh- 
work, cornea and retina. Application re¬ 
ceived by Commissioner of Customs: De¬ 
cember 28, 1971. Advice submitted by 
Department of Health, Education, and 
Welfare on: May 30, 1972. 

Comments: No comments have been 
received with respect to any of the fore¬ 
going applications. 

Decision: Applications approved. No 
instrument or apparatus of equivalent 
scientific value to the foreign articles for 
such purposes as these articles are in¬ 
tended to be used, is being manufactured 
in the United States. 

Reasons: Each of the foreign articles 
provides a range of cutting speeds from 
0.1 to 20 millimeters per second. The 
most closely comparable domestic instru¬ 
ment is the Model MT-2B ultramicro¬ 
tome which is manufactured by Ivan 
Sorvall, Inc. (Sorvall). The Model MT- 
2B has a range of cutting speeds from 
0.09 to 3.2 millimeters per second. The 
conditions for obtaining high-quality 
sections that are uniform in thickness, 
depend to a large extent on the hard¬ 
ness, consistency, toughness and other 
properties of the specimen materials, the 


properties of the embedding materials, 
and geometry of the block. In connection 
with a prior application (Docket No. 69- 
00665-33-46500), which relates to the 
duty-free entry of an article that is iden¬ 
tical to those to which the foregoing 
applications relate, the Department of 
Health, Education, and Welfare (HEW) 
advised that ’’Smooth cuts are obtained 
when the speed of cutting (among such 
[other] factors as knife edge condition 
and angle), is adjusted to the charac¬ 
teristics of the material being sectioned. 

The range of cutting speeds and a 
capability for the higher cutting speeds 
is, therefore, a pertinent characteristic 
of the ultramicrotome to be used for sec¬ 
tioning materials that experience has 
shown difficult to section.” In connection 
with another prior application (Docket 
No. 70-00077-33-46500) which also re¬ 
lates to an article that is identical to 
those described above, HEW advised 
that ’’ultrathin sectioning of a variety of 
tissues having a wide range in density, 
hardness etc.” requires a maximum 
range in cutting speed and, further, that 
the ’’production of ultrathin serial sec¬ 
tions of specimens that have a great vari¬ 
ation in physical properties is very diffi¬ 
cult.” Accordingly, HEW advises in its 
respectively cited memoranda, that cut¬ 
ting speeds in excess of 4 millimeters per 
second are pertinent to the satisfactory 
sectioning of the specimen materials and 
the relevant embedding materials that 
will be used by the applicants in their 
respective experiments. For these rea¬ 
sons, we find that the Sorvall Model 
MT-2B ultramicrotome is not of equiva¬ 
lent scientific value to the foreign articles 
to which the foregoing applications re¬ 
late, for such purposes as these articles 
are intended to be used. 

The Department of Commerce knows 
of no other instrument or apparatus of 
equivalent scientific value to any of the 
foreign articles to which the foregoing 
applications relate, for such purposes as 
these articles are intended to be used, 
which is being manufactured in the 
United States. 

Seth M. Bodner. 

Director, 

Office of Import Programs. 

[FR Doc.72-9411 Filed 6-21-72;8:48 amj 


MONROE COMMUNITY COLLEGE 

Notice of Decision on Application for 
Duty-Free Entry of Scientific Article 

The following is a decision on an ap¬ 
plication for duty-free entry of a sc| e “: 
tific article pursuant to section 6(c) o 
the Educational, Scientific, and 
Materials Importation Act of 1966 (ru • 
lie Law 89-651, 80 Stat. 897) and tne 
regulations issued thereunder 
amended (37 F.R. 3892 et seq.L 
A copy of the record ° 

this decision is available for f 

view during ordinary business n°urs 
the Department of Commerce, at wic 
Office of Import Programs. Departmen 
of Commerce, Washington, D.C. 

Docket No. 71-00610-40-30600. AppU* 
cant: Monroe Community College, 
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East Henrietta Road, Rochester, NY 
14623. Article: Fluid mechanics appara¬ 
tus. Manufacturer: Armfleld Engineer¬ 
ing Ltd., United Kingdom. Intended use 
of article: The article will be used to 
demonstrate flow fluid mechanics princi¬ 
ples including cavitation to students. 

Comments: No comments have been 
received with respect to this application. 

Decision: Application approved. No in¬ 
strument or apparatus of equivalent sci¬ 
entific value to the foreign article, for 
such purposes as this article is intended 
to be used, is being manufactured in 
the United States. 

Reasons: The foreign article is de¬ 
signed to permit a variety of demonstra¬ 
tions in the field of fluid mechanics. We 
are advised by the National Bureau of 
Standards (NBS) in its memorandum 
dated May 12, 1972, that the availability 
of such apparatus is pertinent to the 
applicant’s intended purposes. NBS fur¬ 
ther advises that it knows of no domes¬ 
tically manufactured instruments scien¬ 
tifically equivalent to the foreign article 
for the applicant intended use. 

Seth M. Bodner, 

Director , 

Office of Import Programs. 

(FR Doc.72-9405 Filed 6-21-72;8:48 am] 


NATIONAL HEART AND LUNG 
INSTITUTE 

Notice of Decision on Application for 
Duty-Free Entry of Scientific Article 

The following is a decision on an ap¬ 
plication for duty-free entry of a scien¬ 
tific article pursuant to section 6(c) of 
the Educational, Scientific, and Cultural 
Materials Importation Act of 1966 (Pub¬ 
lic Law 89-651, 80 Stat. 897) and the 
regulations issued thereunder as 
amended (37 F.R. 3892 et seq.). 

A copy of the record pertaining to 
this decision is available for public re¬ 
view during ordinary business hours of 
Departmen t of Commerce, at the 
Office of Import Programs, Department 
oi Commerce, Washington, D.C. 

Docket No. 72-00412-33-46040. Appli¬ 
cant: National Heart and Lung Insti¬ 
tute, Laboratory of Biochemical 
Genetics, Building 10, Room 6D18, Na- 
™P al Institutes of Health, Bethesda, 
Md. 20014. Article: Electron microscope, 
* Hu “ 12 - Manufacturer: Hitachi, 
* < Iapan, Intended use of article: The 
nn k intended to be used in studies 
on the neuronal properties of cultural 
neuroblastoma cell clones. This research 
will involve the following aspects: 

Comparing the ultrastructure of 
arious clones and of somatic cell hy- 
™r whose biochemical characteristics 
are being studied. 

Study of interactions between 

rpiVe ¥ toma ceUs and between such 
ceus and muscle cells. 

Characterization of fibrous or- 

JSS? and proteins isolated from the 
cells > including compar- 
°i these with brain cell counterparts. 

m !? ents: No comments have been 
ived with respect to this application. 


Decision: Application approved. No in¬ 
strument or apparatus of equivalent 
scientific value to the foreign article, 
for such purposes as this article is in¬ 
tended to be used, is being manufactured 
in the United States. 

Reasons: The applicant’s research 
studies which involve the characteriza¬ 
tion of fibrous organelles and proteins 
isolated from neuroblastoma cells, in¬ 
cluding comparison of these with brain 
cell counterparts, will require and can 
utilize the best resolution available. 
Resolution, then, is a pertinent speci¬ 
fication within the meaning of {5 701.2 
(n) of the regulations. Resolution bears 
an inverse relationship to its numerical 
rating in angstrom units (A), i.e., the 
lower the rating, the better the resolu¬ 
tion. The foreign article has a guaranteed 
resolution of 3A. The most closely com¬ 
parable domestic instrument is the 
Model EMU-4C electron microscope 
manufactured by the Forgflo Corp. The 
Model EMU-4C has a guaranteed resolu¬ 
tion of 5A. We, therefore, find that the 
EMU-4C is not of equivalent scientific 
value to the foreign article for such 
purposes as this article is intended to 
be used. 

The Department of Commerce knows 
of no other instrument or apparatus of 
equivalent scientific value to the foreign 
article, for such purposes as this article 
is intended to be used, which is being 
manufactured in the United States. 

Seth M. Bodner, 

Director , 

Office of Import Programs. 

[FR Doc.72-9409 Filed 6-21-72;8:48 am] 


NATIONAL INSTITUTES OF HEALTH 

Notice of Decision on Application for 
Duty-Free Entry of Scientific Article 

The following is a decision on an ap¬ 
plication for duty-free entry of a scien¬ 
tific article pursuant to section 6(c) of 
the Educational, Scientific, and Cultural 
Materials Importation Act of 1966 (Pub¬ 
lic Law 89-651, 80 Stat. 897) and the 
regulations issued thereunder as amended 
(37 F.R. 3892 etseq.). 

A copy of the record pertaining to this 
decision is available for public review 
during ordinary business hours of the 
Department of Commerce, at the Office 
of Import Programs, Department of 
Commerce, Washington, D.C. 

Docket No. 72-00344-33-46040. Appli¬ 
cant: National Institutes of Health, 
NAID/LVD, 9000 Rockville Pike, Be¬ 
thesda, MD 20014. Article: Electron 
microscope. Model JEM 100B. Manufac¬ 
turer: JEOL, Ltd., Japan. Intended use 
of article: The article is intended to be 
used for research aimed at a better 
understanding of multi virus (virus- 
helper virus) -host cell interaction of the 
adenovirus associated viruses, as well 
as other members of the parvovirus 
group. Further, studies of the nucleic 
acids by electron microscopy of these 
viruses as well as other viruses such as 
the adeno-SV40 hybrids and members 
of the leucosis group, will also be con¬ 


ducted. Studies alrer.d in progress on 
the polypeptides of these viruses will be 
subjected to further study in the electron 
microscope from ultrastructural and 
immunological aspects. 

Comments: No comments have been 
received with respect to this application. 

Decision: Application approved. No 
instrument or apparatus of equivalent 
scientific value to the foreign article, for 
such purposes as this article is intended 
to be used, is being manufactured in the 
United States. 

Reasons: The applicant’s research 
studies require the best available resolu¬ 
tion as well as a tilt stage which provides 
the best available resolution in operation. 
Therefore, these specifications are per¬ 
tinent within the meaning of § 701.2(n) 
of the regulations. Resolution bears an 
inverse relationship to its numerical rat¬ 
ing in Angstrom units (A) , i.e., the lower 
the rating, the better the resolution. The 
foreign article has a guaranteed resolu¬ 
tion of 3 A and is equipped with a tilting 
stage having a guaranteed resolution of 
5 A. The most closely comparable domes¬ 
tic instrument is the Model EMU-4C 
electron microscope manufactured by the 
Forgflo Corp. The Model EMU-4C has a 
guaranteed resolution of 5 A and can be 
equipped with a tilt stage having a guar¬ 
anteed resolution of 8 A. We. therefore, 
find that the EMU-4C is not of equivalent 
scientific value to the foreign article for 
such purposes as this article is intended 
to be used. 

The Department of Commerce knows 
of no other instrument or aparatus of 
equivalent scientific value to the foreign 
article, for such purposes as this article 
is intended to be used, which is being 
manufactured in the United States. 

Seth M. Bodner, 

Director , 

Office of Import Programs. 

[FR Doc.72-9410 Filed 6-21-72;8:48 amj 


SOUTHERN ILLINOIS UNIVERSITY 

Notice of Decision on Application for 
Duty-Free Entry of Scientific Article 

The following is a decision on an ap¬ 
plication for duty-free entry of a scien¬ 
tific article pursuant to section 6(c) of 
the Educational, Scientific, and Cultural 
Materials Importation Act of 1966 (Pub¬ 
lic Law 89-651, 80 Stat. 897) and 
the regulations issued thereunder as 
amended (37 F.R. 3892 et seq.). 

A copy of the record pertaining to this 
decision is available for public review 
during ordinary business hours of the 
Department of Commerce, at the Office 
of Import Programs, Department of 
Commerce, Washington, D.C. 

Docket No. 71-00624-40-30600. Appli¬ 
cant: Southern Illinois University, Car- 
bondale, HI. 62901. Article: Fluid 
mechanics apparatus. Manufacturer: 
Armfleld Engineering Ltd., United King¬ 
dom. 
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Intended use of article: The article will 
be used in the course Intermediate Me¬ 
chanics of Fluids (Engr 413 A&B (3.3)) 
to expand and add to the subject matter 
presented at the elementary level in the 
core program (Engr 313 A&B) and thus 
bring the student’s level of understand¬ 
ing of the fundamentals to a degree 
which would enable him to approach with 
confidence diverse problems involving 
fluid mechanics. 

Comments: No comments have been 
received with respect to this application. 

Decision: Application approved. No in¬ 
strument or apparatus of equivalent 
scientific value to the foreign article, for 
such purposes as this article is intended 
to be used, is being manufactured in the 
United States. 

Reasons: The foreign article is de¬ 
signed to permit a variety of demonstra¬ 
tions in the field of fluid mechanics. We 
are advised by the National Bureau of 
Standards (NBS) in its memorandum 
dated May 19, 1972, that the availability 
of such apparatus is pertinent to the ap¬ 
plicant’s intended purposes. NBS further 
advises that it knows of no domestically 
manufactured instruments scientifically 
equivalent to the foreign article for the 
applicant’s intended use. 

Seth M. Bodner, 

Director , 

Office of Import Programs. 

|FR Doc.72-9404 Filed 6-21-72;8:48 am] 


UNIVERSITY OF CHICAGO 

Notice of Decision on Application for 
Duty-Free Entry of Scientific Article 

The following is a decision on an appli¬ 
cation for duty-free entry of a scientific 
article pursuant to section 6(c) of the 
Educational, Scientific, and Cultural Ma¬ 
terials Importation Act of 1966 (Public 
Law 89-651, 80 Stat. 897) and the regu¬ 
lations issued thereunder as amended 
(37F.R. 3892 et seq.). 

A copy of the record pertaining to this 
decision is available for public review 
during ordinary business hours of the 
Department of Commerce, at the Office 
of Import Programs, Department of 
Commerce, Washington, D.C. 

Docket No. 72-00400-98-34040. Appli¬ 
cant: University of Chicago, Operator 
of Argonne National Laboratory, 9700 
South Cass Avenue, Argonne, IL 60439. 
Article: Carcinotron, Model CO40B. 
Manufacturer: Compagnie Generate de 
Sans Fil, France. Intended use of article: 
The article is intended to be used in the 
proton polarized target facilities which 
are used to conduct high physics research 
on the scattering produced by high 
energy K’s and Pi’s, etc. on a proton 
polarized target, i.e., material which has 
a large fraction of its protons pointing 
in the same direction. 

Comments: No comments have been 
received with respect to this application. 

Decision: Application approved. No in¬ 
strument or apparatus of equivalent sci¬ 
entific value to the foreign article, for 
such purposes as this article is intended 
to be used, is being manufactured in the 
United States. 


Reasons: The foreign article provides 
a 70 gigahertz (GHz) source with a power 
output of 5 volts. We are advised by the 
National Bureau of Standards (NBS) in 
its memorandum dated May 12. 1972, 
that the capability described above is per¬ 
tinent to the applicant’s intended use, 
NBS also advises that it knows of no 
domestically manufactured instrument 
which is scientifically equivalent to the 
foreign article for the applicant’s in¬ 
tended use. 

The Department of Commerce knows 
of no other instrument or apparatus of 
equivalent scientific value to the foreign 
article, for such purposes as this article 
is intended to be used, which is being 
manufactured in the United States. 

Seth M. Bodner, 

Director, 

Office of Import Programs. 

(FR Doc.72-9402 Piled 6-21-72;8:47 ami 


UNIVERSITY OF LOUISVILLE SCHOOL 
OF MEDICINE ET AL. 

Notice of Consolidated Decision on 

Applications for Duty-Free Entry of 

Electron Microscopes 

The following is a consolidated deci¬ 
sion on applications for duty-free entry 
of electron microscopes pursuant to sec¬ 
tion 6(c) of the Educational, Scientific, 
and Cultural Materials Importation Act 
of 1966 (Public Law 89-651, 80 Stat. 897) 
and the regulations issued thereunder as 
amended (37 F.R. 3892 et seq.), (See es¬ 
pecially §701.11(0.) 

A copy of the record pertaining to each 
of the applications in this consolidated 
decision is available for public review 
during ordinary business hours of the 
Department of Commerce, at the Spe¬ 
cial Import Programs Division, Office of 
Import Programs, Department of Com¬ 
merce, Washington, D.C. 

Docket No. 72-00275-33-46040. Appli¬ 
cant: University of Louisville School of 
Medicine. 301 East Walnut Street, Louis¬ 
ville, KY 40202. Article: Electron micro¬ 
scope. EM 9S-2. Manufacturer: Carl 
Zeiss, West Germany. Intended use of 
article: The article is intended to be used 
in studies of biological tissues both hu¬ 
man and animal. Experiments to be pur¬ 
sued will center around: 

(a) Normal and pathological human 
ocular and animal tissues; 

(b) Ocular animal tissue with regard 
to immune mechanisms; 

(c) Reaction of tissues to specific ex¬ 
perimental disease states—specifically 
diabetes; 

(d) Animal ocular tissue reactions to 
physical modalities; 

(e) Ocular changes in eye bank eyes 
from such disorders as tumors, glaucoma, 
etc.; 

(f) Ocular genetic disease states; and 

(g) Other studies as indicated result¬ 
ing from findings in above research 
projects. 

The article will also be used for the 
teaching of senior medical students and 
resident physicians in the specialty of 
ophthalmology. Application received by 


Commissioner of Customs: December 10, 
1971. Advice submitted by Department of 
Health. Education, and Welfare on 
May 30,1972. 

Docket No. 72-00286-33-46040. Appli¬ 
cant: Canisius College, 2001 Main 
Street, Buffalo, NY 14208. Article: Elec¬ 
tron microscope. Model EM 9S-2. Manu¬ 
facturer: Carl Zeiss, West Germany. 
Intended use of article: The article is in¬ 
tended to be used in studies of reproduc¬ 
tive cells and tissues in which these are 
stored and transported. Specifically, the 
developing sperm of the amphibian, in¬ 
sects, and decapod Crustacea. The ar¬ 
ticle will also be used by students in 
research in developmental biology. Appli¬ 
cation received by Commissioner of Cus¬ 
toms: December 14, 1971. Advice sub¬ 
mitted by Department of Health, Edu¬ 
cation, and Welfare on May 30, 1972. 

Comments: No comments have been 
received with respect to any of the fore¬ 
going applications. 

Decision: Applications approved. No 
instrument or apparatus of equivalent 
scientific value to the foreign articles, 
for such purposes as these articles are 
intended to be used, is being manufac¬ 
tured in the United States. 

Reasons: Each applicant requires an 
electron microscope which is suitable for 
instruction in the basic principles of elec¬ 
tron microscopy. Each of the foreign 
articles to which the foregoing applica¬ 
tions relate is a relatively simple, medium 
resolution electron microscope designed 
for confident use by beginning students 
with a minimum of detailed program¬ 
ing. The most closely comparable do¬ 
mestic instrument is the Model EMU-4C 
electron microscope which is a relatively 
complex instrument designed primarily 
for research, which requires a skilled 
electron microscopist for its operation. 
We are advised by the Department of 
Health, Education, and Welfare in its 
respectively cited memoranda, that the 
relative simplicity of design and ease of 
operation of the foreign articles described 
above are pertinent to the applicants' 
educational purposes. We, therefore, find 
that the Forgflo Model EMU-4C electron 
microscope is not of equivalent scientific 
value to any of the foreign articles de¬ 
scribed above for such purposes as these 
articles are intended to be used. 

The Department of Commerce knows 
of no other instrument or apparatus of 
equivalent scientific value to any of the 
foreign articles to which the foregoing 
applications relate, for such pun^os^Jlf 
these articles are intended to be used, 
which is being manufactured in the 
United States. 

Seth M. Bodner. 

Director, Office of Import Prograjns. 

[FR Doc.72-9408 Filed 6-21-72:8:48 ami 


VETERANS ADMINISTRATION 
HOSPITAL 

Notice of Decision on Application for 
Duty-Free Entry of Scientific Artie e 

The following is a decision on an ap¬ 
plication for duty-free entry of a sc 
tific article pursuant to section occj 
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the Educational. Scientific, and Cultural 
Materials Importation Act of 1966 (Pub¬ 
lic Law 89-651, 80 Stat. 897) and 
the regulations issued thereunder as 
amended (37 F.R. 3892 et seq.). 

A copy of the record pertaining to this 
decision is available for public review 
during ordinary business hours of the 
Department of Commerce, at the Office 
of Import Programs, Department of 
Commerce, Washington, D.C. 

Docket No. 72-00162-33-43780. Appli¬ 
cant: Veterans Administration Hospital, 
1601 Perdido Street. New Orleans, LA 
70140. Article: Resparameter, Mark 4. 
Manufacturer: P. K. Morgan. Ltd., 
United Kingdom. Intended use of article: 
The article is to be used for the purpose 
of measuring single-breath pulmonary 
diffusing capacity, an important part of 
pulmonary function testing. The article 
will also be used in the training of resi¬ 
dents and fellows in the fields of internal 
medicine and pulmonary diseases. 

Comments: No comments have been 
received with respect to this application. 

Decision: Application approved. No in¬ 
strument or apparatus of equivalent sci¬ 
entific value to the foreign article, for 
such purposes as this article is intended 
to be used, is being manufactured in 
the United States. 

Reasons: The foreign article provides 
capabilities for the investigation of fac¬ 
tors which influence single breath pul¬ 
monary diffusing capacity including an 
automatic computer control. Automatic 
features and other capabilities are per¬ 
tinent to the applicant’s intended pur¬ 
poses. We are advised by the Depart¬ 
ment of Health, Education, and Welfare 
(HEW) in its memorandum dated 
March 31, 1972, that the article has 
scientific value for this work and that 
it knows of no scientifically equivalent 
domestic instrument which is being man¬ 
ufactured in the United States. 

The Department of Commerce knows 
of no other instrument or apparatus of 
equivalent scientific value to the foreign 
article, for such purposes as this article 
is intended to be used, which is being 
manufactured in the United States. 

Seth M. Bodner, 
Director , 

Office of Import Programs . 

(PR Doc. 72-9412 Piled 8-21-72;8:48 am] 


department of health. 

EDUCATION, AND WELFARE 


Office of the Secretary 
SOCIAL AND REHABILITATION 
SERVICE 


Statement of Organization, Functions, 
and Delegations of Authority 

of the Statement of Organiza- 
tw’if ? c ti° n s. and Delegations of Au- 
the Apartment of Health, 
and Welfare, Social and Re- 
^ilitation Service (34 P.R. 1279, Janu- 
fuKVii 5 * 1969 • ** amended) is hereby 
ler amended to reflect the reorgani¬ 


zation of the Medical Services Adminis¬ 
tration. For such purposes, section 5-B is 
amended as follows: 

By striking out all that follows under 
the heading ‘‘Medical Services Admin¬ 
istration” and inserting in lieu thereof 
the following: 

“The mission of the Medical Services 
Administration is to provide leadership 
in the planning, development, coordina¬ 
tion, and administration of the programs 
under title XIX of the Social Security 
Act, as amended. 

Office of the Commissioner 

The Commissioner, with the assistance 
of the Associate Commissioners, directs 
the planning, coordination, and develop¬ 
ment of the programs under title XIX 
of the Social Security Act, as amended, 
and the development of effective rela¬ 
tionships between these programs and 
other federally supported health and 
health related programs. 

Within broad Department of Health, 
Education, and Welfare and Social and 
Rehabilitation Service policy and guide¬ 
lines and subject to the health policy 
direction and other authority of the As¬ 
sistant Secretary for Health and Scien¬ 
tific Affairs, the Medical Services Ad¬ 
ministration establishes program goals 
and objectives; develops policies, stand¬ 
ards, and guidelines to accomplish stated 
goals; provides program management 
guidance to the regional office staffs and 
coordinates with the Regions on indi¬ 
vidual State problems; develops modifi¬ 
cations and innovations in program and 
in administration; works with and co¬ 
ordinates with other Social and Reha¬ 
bilitation Service organizations and re¬ 
lated health components of the Depart¬ 
ment to organize training programs to 
promote and provide skilled medical and 
medically related manpower to better as¬ 
sist the needy; obtains, analyzes, and 
provides information related to medical 
assistance; develops and Implements ap¬ 
propriate information and payment sys¬ 
tems; maintains relationships with a va¬ 
riety of governmental and nongovern¬ 
mental organizations who have an inter¬ 
est in the health and welfare of the 
Nation and who have an impact on 
Medical Services Administration pro¬ 
grams; evaluates progress in administra¬ 
tion of the title XIX programs and takes 
required action to direct or redirect ef¬ 
forts to achieve program objectives; pro¬ 
poses legislation to provide for changing 
needs of program directions and for fi¬ 
nancing of better health care to program 
recipients; promotes experimental pro¬ 
grams in financing of health delivery 
systems; provides administrative man¬ 
agement services; performs public in¬ 
formation and public inquiries activities; 
conducts program and administrative 
budget activities; and coordinates its ac¬ 
tivities and programs with other con¬ 
cerned SRS organizations. Provides 
management support to the Medical As¬ 
sistance Advisory Council. 

Office of Program Planning and 
Evaluation 

Develops policies and plans for the de¬ 
velopment and coordination of financing 


aspects of the Federal/State medical 
care programs for persons eligible under 
applicable titles of the Social Security 
Act. Determines statistical data to be 
collected; and maintains recor ds of char¬ 
acteristics of State title XIX plans. De¬ 
velops the program budget for title XIX 
programs. Conducts studies of the econ¬ 
omy with emphasis on areas relating to 
the medical aspects of the title XIX pro¬ 
grams. Coordinates with all other 
health-related Department of Health, 
Education, and Welfare policymaking 
agencies and other governmental and 
nongovernmental organizations inter¬ 
ested in health care for the poor. Devel¬ 
ops legislative proposals for improve¬ 
ments in medical assistance to the 
needy: serves as the focus in Medical 
Services Administration for activities 
related to support of the Department’s 
legislative objectives. Develops objec¬ 
tives and goals for Medical Services Ad¬ 
ministration; guides program and ad¬ 
ministrative planning: reviews total pro¬ 
gram effort and prepares appraisal of 
programs of national impact; serves as a 
focus for Medical Services Administra¬ 
tion research and evaluation activities. 

Office of Program Innovation 

Develops modifications and innova¬ 
tions in the administration of title XIX 
programs; promotes experiments in 
funding arrangements for health plans; 
collaborates with related Federal and 
other interested agencies in developing 
and implementing new health systems 
concepts to assure that title XIX activi¬ 
ties are supportive of general systems 
improvements; coordinates title XIX 
support of demonstration projects and 
analytic studies concerned with reducing 
the cost of making high quality care 
available to the indigent. 

Division of Policy and Standards 

Develops and prepares policies, stand¬ 
ards and guides except for long-term 
care for program participation, opera¬ 
tions, administration, and related areas; 
insures that program policies, standards, 
and other issuances are consistent with 
those of the Health Sex-vice and Mental 
Health Administration and with the So¬ 
cial Security Administration; develops 
reimbursement standards for skilled 
nursing homes, hospitals, and other pro¬ 
viders of medical care under title XIX 
programs; coordinates with Regions on 
individual State problems. 

Division of Long-Term Care 

Develops and prepares policies, stand¬ 
ards and guides for program participa¬ 
tion. operations, administration relating 
to long-term care which includes skilled 
nursing homes, mental hospitals, inter¬ 
mediate care facilities, home health care 
and licensure of nursing home adminis¬ 
trators; insures that policies and issu¬ 
ances for long-term care are consistent 
with those of other HEW agencies; pro¬ 
vides technical assistance and con¬ 
sultation to the regions; coordinates with 
regions on individual State problems; 
proposes legislation to provide for chang¬ 
ing needs in long-term care; participates 
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in manpower development and training 
programs relating to long-term care. 

Division of Program Monitoring 

Provides technical assistance, instruc¬ 
tion and guidance to regions in monitor¬ 
ing and review of State administration 
of the Medicaid program; analyzes the 
adequacy of Medicaid monitoring and 
reporting activities; acts as the focal 
point in the Medical Services Adminis¬ 
tration for HEW and General Accounting 
Office audits and assures that corrective 
action is carried out; participates with 
other SRS and HEW elements in devel¬ 
oping principles and guidelines for com¬ 
bined health program monitoring sys¬ 
tems and audits. 

Division of Management Systems 

Plans and develops model systems, pro¬ 
cedures, criteria, and specifications re¬ 
quired for the improvement of the man¬ 
agement of the Medicaid programs in 
the area of claims processing, payments, 
management information, administrative 
systems and procedures; provides tech¬ 
nical assistance to the regions and co¬ 
ordinates with the regions on individual 
State problems; develops external per¬ 
sonnel training and manpower develop¬ 
ment programs for Regional Offices and 
State agencies; provides consultation and 
liaison for EDP systems. 

Dated; June 14, 1972. 

Steven D. Kohlert, 
Deputy Assistant Secretary 

for Management . 

[FR Doc.72-9440 Filed 6-21-72;8:61 amj 

DEPARTMENT OF 
TRANSPORTATION 

Federal Aviation Administration 

FLIGHT SERVICE STATION AT BLACK- 

STONE ARMY AIR FIELD, BLACK- 

STONE, VA. 

Notice of Decommissioning 

Notice is hereby given that the Flight 
Service Station at Blackstone Army Air 
Field at Blackstone, Va., will be decom¬ 
missioned on or about August 18, 1972. 
Essential services for the Blackstone area 
will be provided by the Richmond, Va. 
FSS. 

(Sec. 313(a), 72 Stat. 762; U.S.C. 1354) 

Issued in New York, N.Y., on June 14, 
1972. 

Robert H. Stanton, 
Acting Director , Eastern Region. 

[FR Doc.72-9370 Filed 6-21-72;8:46 am] 


GREAT LAKES REGIONAL OFFICE AT 
DES PLAINES, ILL. 

Notice of Change of Jurisdiction and 
Redesignafion 

Notice is hereby given that on or about 
July 1, 1972, the following Engineering 


and Manufacturing District Offices and 
Air Carrier District Offices will be trans¬ 
ferred to the jurisdiction of the Great 
Lakes Regional Office, and that the 
numerical designation of the Cleveland, 
Ohio Engineering and Manufacturing 
District Office is changed from 42 to 47: 

Engineering and Manufacturing District 
Office 41, Muskegon, Mich. 

Engineering and Manufacturing District 
Office 42, Indianapolis, Ind. 

Engineering and Manufacturing District 
Office 44, Detroit, Mich. 

Engineering and Manufacturing District 
Office 46, Des Plaines, HI. 

Engineering and Manufacturing District 
Office 47, Cleveland, Ohio. 

Engineering and Manufacturing District 
Office 48, Vandalia, Ohio. 

Air Carrier District Office 31. Des Plaines, Ill. 
Air Carrier District Office 34, Minneapolis, 
Minn. 


This information will be reflected in 
the FAA Organization Statement the 
next time it is reissued. 


(Sec. 313(a), 72 Stat. 752; 49 U.S.C. 1354) 


Issued in Des Plaines, HI., on June 12, 
1972. 


Lyle K. Brown, 
Director , Great Lakes Region . 


[FR Doc.72-9371 Filed 6-21-72;8:45 am] 


Office of Hazardous Materials 

CERTAIN COMPRESSED GAS 
CYLINDERS 

Request for Information 

The Director, Office of Hazardous 
Materials (OHM) is seeking information 
from the public about possible failures 
and deficiencies of certain compressed 
gas cylinders manufactured since July 
1960 to the present by Manchester Tank 
and Equipment Co. (referred to as 
“Manchester”), with plants in Lithonia, 
Ga., and Lynwood, Calif. 

The cylinders bear markings identify¬ 
ing them as DOT Specification 4B and 
4BW compressed gas cylinders fabricated 
in accordance with sections 178.50 and 
178.61, respectively, of the Hazardous 
Materials Regulations (49 CFR Parts 
170-189). 

Among the applicable specification re¬ 
quirements for 4B and 4BW cylinders 
are §§ 178.50-3 and 178.61-3, which re¬ 
quire inspections to be performed on the 
cylinders by a competent inspector, and 
§ § 178.50-4 (d) and 178.61-4(d) f which 
require the inspector to render a com¬ 
plete report of his inspections to the 
purchaser and maker of the cylinder 
and to the Bureau of Explosives of the 
Association of American Railroads. The 
records of the Bureau of Explosives in¬ 
dicate that no reports were received from 
Manchester from July 1960 to December 
1971. 

In October 1970, a representative of 
the Office of Hazardous Materials visited 
the Georgia plant, and, in November of 
1971, visited the California plant. After 
these visits, Manchester submitted cer¬ 
tain technical information and reports 


with respect to the testing and manufac¬ 
ture of its cylinders. 

In light of the failure to file the re¬ 
quired reports with the Bureau of Ex¬ 
plosives, the observations of the OHM 
representative during his visits to the 
California and Georgia plants, and a 
review of the information submitted by 
Manchester, we are concerned as to 
whether the 4B and 4BW cylinders 
manufactured by Manchester since July 
1960 comply with the regulations. There¬ 
fore, in the interest of public safety, we 
have decided to seek further information 
with respect to those cylinders. 

The Manchester cylinders manufac¬ 
tured in Georgia carry the identifying 
symbol “Manchester Ga.,” “Man-Ga," 
or “Man-Tank,” and the California 
cylinders carry the identifying symbol 
“Manchester.” 

It is requested that parties having any 
knowledge of a failure or deficiency of a 
Manchester 4B or 4BW compressed gas 
cylinder contact OHM. Also, any party 
having a Manchester cylinder that he 
believes may be defective is requested to 
retain the cylinder, and contact OHM for 
further instructions. 

All information should be directed to 
the Director, Office of Hazardous Mate¬ 
rials, Department of Transportation. 400 
Sixth Street SW., Washington, DC 20590, 
telephone: (202) 426-0656. 


Issued in Washington, D.C., on June 19, 
1972. 


W. J. Burns, 
Director , 

Office of Hazardous Materials. 


(FR Doc.72-9459 Filed 0-21-72;8:63 am] 


ATOMIC ENER6Y COMMISSION 

[Docket No. 50-301] 

WISCONSIN ELECTRIC POWER CO. 
AND WISCONSIN MICHIGAN 
POWER CO. 

Notice of Appointment of Alternate 
Appeal Board Chairman 

Point Beach Nuclear Plant Unit 2. 
The Commission has delegated its au¬ 
thority and review function in this pro¬ 
ceeding to the Atomic Safety and Li¬ 
censing Appeal Board, consisting of tne 
then Chairman and the present Vice- 
Chairman of the Appeal Board (Algie a. 
Wells, Esq., and Dr. John H. Buck) and 
a third member (Dr. Lawrence R- 
Quarles) designated by the Commission. 

In accordance with § 2.787 of the rules 
of practice, the Commission has deste- 
nated Michael L. Glaser. Esq., as Chair¬ 
man of the Appeal Board for purposes 
of the above-captioned proceeding. 

It is so ordered. 

Dated; June 14,1972. 

By the Commission. 

W. B. McCool. 
Secretary of the Commission . 
[FR Doc.72-9427 Filed 6-21-72;8:50 ft®) 
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I Docket No. 50-306] 

WISCONSIN PUBLIC SERVICE CORP. 

ET AL. 

Notice of Consideration of Issuance of 
Facility Operating License and 
Notice of Opportunity for Hearing 

The Atomic Energy Commission (the 
Commission) will consider the issuance 
of a facility operating license to Wiscon¬ 
sin Public Service Corp., Wisconsin 
Power and Light Co., and Madison Gas 
and Electric Co. (the licensees) which 
would authorize the licensees to possess, 
use, and operate the Kewaunee Nuclear 
Power Plant, a pressurized w ater reactor 
(the facility), located on the licensees' 
site in Kewaunee County, Wis., at a 
steady-state power level not to exceed 
1,650 megawatts (thermal) in accord¬ 
ance with the provisions of the license 
and the Technical Specifications ap¬ 
pended thereto, upon the receipt of a 
report on the application by the Advisory 
Committee on Reactor Safeguards, the 
submission of a favorable safety evalua¬ 
tion of the application by the Commis¬ 
sion’s Directorate of Licensing, the com¬ 
pletion of the environmental review re¬ 
quired by the Commission’s regulations 
in 10 CPR Part 50, Appendix D, and a 
finding by the Commission that the ap¬ 
plication for the facility license (as 
amended) complies with the require¬ 
ments of the Atomic Energy Act of 1954, 
as amended, and the Commission’s reg¬ 
ulations in 10 CFR Chapter 1. Construc¬ 
tion of the facility w'as authorized by 
Provisional Construction Permit No. 
CPPR-50, Issued by the Commission on 
August 6, 1968. On February 29, 1972, 
an order w as issued extending the latest 
completion date specified in the con¬ 
struction permit from March 1, 1972, to 
December 31,1972. 

Prior to issuance of any operating li- 
Commission will inspect the 
acuity to determine whether it has been 
constructed in accordance with the ap- 
p cation, as amended, and the provisions 
rPDD 0 ! 1 ? 011 ^ Construction Permit No. 
nnf u ^ addition, the license will 
J^^d until the Commission has 
of tw the ^dings, reflecting its review 
jLJ?* application under the Atomic 
wii/iS 1954 > as amended, which 

and * or th in the proposed license, 
lias concluded that the issuance of 
, wm not ^ inimical to the 
health. 011 ^ ensc an d security or to the 
lssuamJ 111 ? ® a fo*y of the public. Upon 
be tfin* °* tlle license, the licensees will 
a ^ r f d *° exec ute an indemnity 
the A??* 1 w re ** td red by section 170 of 
C 10 CFR Part 140 the 
^ ns regulations. 

of * s su hjcct to the provisions 

Part™ u? A PP e ndix D to 10 CFR 
Plicahie sets forth Procedures ap¬ 

sides review of environmental con- 
facilitii? 1 ^ for Production and utilization 
were kt ^ which construction permits 

NoUce^T r P K 0r , to January l ’ 197 °* 

CPRpi^t o C « eb ? given ’ Pursuant to 10 
Pendiv n b i? 63 °* Practice.” and Ap- 
of Prodn^H^ 10 CFR Part 50 * “Licensing 
auction and Utilization Facilities,” 


that the Commission is providing an op¬ 
portunity for hearing with respect to 
whether, considering those matters cov¬ 
ered by Appendix D to 10 CFR Part 50. 
the provisional construction permit in 
the captioned proceeding should be 
continued, modified, terminated or 
appropriately conditioned to protect 
environmental values. 

Within thirty (30) days from the date 
of publication of this notice in the Fed¬ 
eral Register, Wisconsin Public Service 
Corp. et al.. may file a request for a 
hearing and any person whose interest 
may be affected by this proceeding may 
file a petition for leave to intervene (1) 
with respect to whether, considering 
those matters covered by Appendix D to 
10 CFR Part 50, the provisional con¬ 
struction permit should be continued, 
modified, terminated, or appropriately 
conditioned to protect environmental 
values; and (2) with respect to the is¬ 
suance of a facility operating license. 
Requests for a hearing and petitions to 
intervene shall be filed in accordance 
with the Commission’s rules of practice 
in 10 CFR Part 2. If a request for a 
hearing or petition for leave to intervene 
is filed within the time prescribed in this 
notice, the Commission will issue a notice 
of hearing or an appropriate order. In 
accordance with 10 CFR § 2.714, a peti¬ 
tion for leave to intervene which is not 
timely filed will be dismissed unless the 
petitioner shows good cause for failure 
to file it on time. 

For further details pertinent to the 
matters under consideration, see the ap¬ 
plication for the facility operating li¬ 
cense dated August 23.1967, as amended: 
the licensees* Environmental Report 
dated January 1971; and the licensees’ 
Supplementary Environmental Report 
dated November 8. 1971, which are avail¬ 
able for public inspection at the Com¬ 
mission’s Public Document Room, 1717 
H Street NW., Washington, DC, and at 
the Kewaunee Public Library, 314 Mil¬ 
waukee Street, Kew f aunee, Wis. As they 
become available, the following docu¬ 
ments also will be available at the above 
locations: (1) The Commission’s Draft 
Detailed Statement on environmental 
considerations pursuant to 10 CFR Part 
50, Appendix D; (2) the report of the 
Advisory Committee on Reactor Safe¬ 
guards on the application for a facility 
operating license for the Kewaunee 
Nuclear Power Plant; (3) the Commis¬ 
sion’s Final Detailed Statement on envi¬ 
ronmental considerations pursuant to 10 
CFR Part 50. Appendix D; (4) the Safety 
Evaluation prepared by the Directorate 
of Licensing; (5) the proposed facility 
operating license; and (6) the Technical 
Specifications, which will be attached as 
Appendix A to the proposed facility 
operating license. 

Copies of the Supplementary Envi¬ 
ronmental Report, to the extent of sup¬ 
ply, and items <1), (2), (3), (4). and (5), 
when available, may be obtained by re¬ 
quest to the Deputy Director for Reactor 


Projects, Directorate of Licensing, U.S. 
Atomic Energy Commission, Washington, 
D.C. 20545. 

Dated at Bethesda, Md., this 16th day 
of June, 1972. 

For the Atomic Energy Commission. 

R. C. DeYoung, 

Assistant Director for Pressur¬ 
ized Water Reactors Director¬ 
ate of Licensing. 

[FR Doc.72-9428 Piled 6-21-72;8:50 am] 

(Dockets Nos. 50-329A, 50-330A1 

CONSUMER POWER CO. 

Reconstitution of Board 

In the matter of Consumers Pow r er Co. 
(Midland Plant Units 1 and 2), Anti¬ 
trust Proceeding, Dockets Nos. 50-329A, 
50—330A. 

Dr. Leonard W. Weiss who w r as pre¬ 
viously appointed a member of the Board 
established to conduct the above cap¬ 
tioned proceeding has requested that he 
be relieved of service in this proceeding. 

Accordingly, the Commission has ap¬ 
pointed Dr. J. V. Leeds, Jr. as a member 
of this Board in place of Dr. Weiss. 

Dated at Washington. D.C., this 20th 
day of June 1972. 

James R. Yore, 

Executive Secretary , Atomic 
Safety and Licensing Board 
Panel. 

[FR Doc.72-9529 Filed 6-21-72;8:52 am] 

CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD 

[Docket No. 245181 

CESKOSLOVENSKE AEROLINIE 

Notice of Postponement of Prehearing 

Conference and Hearing Regarding 

Permit 

Pursuant to the request of Counsel for 
Ceskoslovenske Aerolinie, dated June 9. 
1972. 

hearing in this proceeding, presently 
scheduled for June 22, 1972 (37 F.R. 
11600. June 9, 1972), are hereby post¬ 
poned to July 6, 1972, 10:00 a.m. (local 
time) in Room 1027, Universal Building, 
1825 Connecticut Avenue NW„ Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. 

The deadline (June 16, 1972) for ob¬ 
jections to the public hearing being held 
Immediately following the conclusion of 
the prehearing conference is extended to 
June 22, 1972. 

Dated at Washington, D.C., June 1$ 
1972. the prehearing conference and 

[seal! James 8. Keith, 

Hearing Examiner. 

[FR Doc.72-9439 Filed 6-21-72;8:51 ami 
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COMMITTEE FOR THE IMPLEMEN¬ 
TATION OF TEXTILE AGREEMENTS 

CERTAIN COTTON TEXTILES AND 
COTTON TEXTILE PRODUCTS PRO¬ 
DUCED OR MANUFACTURED IN 
THE FEDERATIVE REPUBLIC OF 
BRAZIL 

Enfry or Withdrawal From Warehouse 
for Consumption 

June 19, 1972. 

On October 8, 1971, there was pub¬ 
lished in the Federal Register (36 F.R. 
19626), a letter dated September 28,1971, 
from the Chairman, President’s Cabinet 
Textile Advisory Committee, to the Com¬ 
missioner of Customs, establishing levels 
of restraint applicable to certain speci¬ 
fied categories of cotton textiles and cot¬ 
ton textile products produced or manu¬ 
factured in the Federative Republic of 
Brazil and exported to the United States 
during the 12-month period beginning 
October 1, 1971. As set forth in that let¬ 
ter, the levels of restraint are subject to 
adjustment pursuant to paragraph 5 of 
the bilateral cotton textile agreement of 
October 23, 1970, as amended, between 
the Governments of the United States 
and the Federative Republic of Brazil, 
which provide that within the aggregate 
and applicable group limits, limits on cer¬ 
tain categories may be exceeded by not 
more than five (5) percent. 

Accordingly, at the request of the Gov¬ 
ernment of the Federative Republic of 
Brazil and pursuant to the provision of 
the bilateral agreement referred to above, 
there is published below a letter of 
June 19, 1972, from the Chairman of the 
Committee for the Implementation of 
Textile Agreements to the Commissioner 
of Customs amending the level of re¬ 
straint applicable to cotton textile prod¬ 
ucts in Categories 18/19 and part of 26 
(print cloth) and part of 26/27 (duck 
fabric) for the 12-month period which 
began on October 1,1971. 

Stanley Nehmer. 

Chairman, Committee lor the 
Implementation of Textile 
Agreements, and Deputy As¬ 
sistant Secretary for Re¬ 
sources 

Assistant Secretary of Commerce 

COMMITTEE FOR THE IMPLEMENTATION OF 
TEXTILE AGREEMENTS 

Commissioner of Customs, 

Department of the Treasury, 

Washington, D C. 20226. 

June 19. 1972. 

Dear Mr. Commissioner: On Septem¬ 
ber 28, 1971, the Chairman, President’s Cab¬ 
inet Textile Advisory Committee, directed 
you to prohibit entry of cotton textiles and 
cotton textile products in certain specified 
categories produced or manufactured In the 
Federative Republic of Brazil during the 
twelve-month period beginning October 1, 
1971 in excess of designated levels of re¬ 
straint. The Chairman further advised you 
that in the event that there were any ad¬ 


justments 1 in the levels of restraint you 
would be so Informed by letter. 

Under the terms of the Long-Term Ar¬ 
rangement Regarding International Trade in 
Cotton Textiles done at Geneva on Febru¬ 
ary 9, 1962, pursuant to paragraph 5 of the 
bilateral cotton textile agreement of Octo¬ 
ber 23, 1970, as amended, between the Gov¬ 
ernments of the United States and the 
Federative Republic of Brazil, and in accord¬ 
ance with the procedures of Executive Or¬ 
der 11651 of March 3, 1972, you are directed 
to amend, effective as soon as possible, the 
levels of restraint established in the afore¬ 
said directive of September 28, 1971, for 
cotton textile products in Categories 18/19 
and part of 26 (print cloth) and part of 26/ 
27 (duck fabric), produced or manufactured 
in the Federative Republic of Brazil, as set 
forth below. 

12-Month level 

Category of restraint 

18/19 and part of 26 

(print cloth)*_square yards- 11, 576, 250 

Part of 26/27 ■.do. 2. 750, 250 

• In Category 26, the T.S.U.S.A. Nos. for 
print cloth are: 

320--34 322...34 327—34 

321 34 326—34 328—34 

•The T.S.U.S.A. Nos. for duck fabric are: 

320--01 through 04, 06, 08 

321. --01 through 04, 06, 08 

322. _01 through 04, 06, 08 

326— 01 through 04, 06, 08 

327— 01 through 04, 06, 08 

328_01 through 04, 06. 08 

The actions taken with respect to the Gov¬ 
ernment of the Federative Republic of Brazil 
and with respect to imports of cotton textiles 
and cotton textile products from the Federa¬ 
tive Republic of Brazil have been determined 
by the Committee for the Implementation of 
Textile Agreements to involve foreign affairs 
functions of the United States. Therefore, the 
directions to the Commissioner of Customs, 
being necessary to the implementation of 
such actions fall within the foreign affairs 
exception to the rule-making provisions of 
5 UB.C. 553. This letter will be published 
in the Federal Register. 

Sincerely yours, 

Stanley Nehmer, 

Chairman, Committee lor the Imple¬ 
mentation of Textile Agreements, 
and Deputy Assistant Secretary 
for Resources. 

|FR Doc.72-9414 Filed 6-21-72;8:49 am) 

COUNCIL ON ENVIRONMENTAL 
QUALITY 

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT 
STATEMENTS 

Notice of Availability 

Environmental impact statements re¬ 
ceived by the Council on Environmental 
Quality, June 5 to June 9. 


* The term "adjustments" refers to those 
provisions of the bilateral cotton textile 
agreement of Oct. 23. 1970. as amended, be¬ 
tween the Governments of the United States 
and the Federative Republic of Brazil which 
provide in part that within the aggregate and 
applicable group limits, limits on certain 
categories may be exceeded by not more than 
five (5) percent; for the limited carryover 
of shortfalls in certain categories to the 
next agreement year; and for administra¬ 
tive arrangements. 


Note: At the head of the listing of state¬ 
ments received from each agency is the name 
of an individual who can answer questions 
regarding those statements. 

Department of Agriculture 

Contact: Dr. T. C. Byerly. Office of the Secre¬ 
tary, Washington, D.C. 20250, 202-388- 
7803. 

Final, June 7 

Rangeland Grasshopper Cooperative Con¬ 
trol Program. The statement is con¬ 
cerned with a proposal to spray 2 mil¬ 
lion acres, primarily in the mentioned 
three States in order to control grass¬ 
hoppers. The insecticide malathion will 
be used at 0.64 lb./acre, and corbaryl at 
0.5 lb./acre. Beneficial and other non¬ 
target insects, and aquatic life, are ad¬ 
versely affected by the chemicals, which 
may enter local water systems. (65 
pages) Comments made by: DOC. EPA. 
HEW, and DOI. (ELR Order No. 04649) 
(NTIS Order No. EIS 72 4649F) 

CONSERVATION SERVICE 


Final, June 6 

Boxelder Creek Watershed, Colo, and Wyo. 
Proposed watershed project, in Larimer 
and Weld Counties, Colo., and Albany 
and Laramie Counties, Wyo. Land treat¬ 
ment measures would be developed, fire 
flood water-retarding and one stabiliza¬ 
tion structure will be constructed for 
the purpose of flood control. Approxi* 
mately 1,100 acres will be committed to 
the project; 0.6 mile of trout stream and 
4.2 miles of intermittent streams will be 
periodically inundated. (22 pages) Com¬ 
ments made by: CCE, EPA. HEW, and 
DOI. (ELR Order No. 04627) (NTIS Or¬ 
der No. EIS 72 4627F) 


Atomic Energy Commission 

Contact: For nonregulatory matters: Mr. 
Joseph J. DINunno, Director. Office oi 
Environmental Affairs, Washington, DO. 
20545, 202-973-5391. v . 

For regulatory matters: Mr. Christopher 
Henderson, Assistant Director of ’ 
tion for Administration, 'Washington, 
D.C. 20645. 202—973-7531. 

Draft, June 1 t Wflnt 

Monticello Nuclear Generating 

Minnesota, counties: Wright and Sber 
burne. The proposed action is the con 
version of the provisional opemting 
license held by the Northern S 
Power Co. to an operating license, i 
plant employs a boiling water reactor ^ 
produce 545 MWE (net). A once-thmugn 
cooling system and mechanical > 
cooling towers are utilized in J a £ 
combinations to discharge was - 
Small amounts of chenrilcal 
be released to the Mississippi • liQ . 
quantities of radioactive gases and i 
ulds will be released to the en^ron 
ment. (160 pages) (ELR Order NO-0«w 
(NTIS Order No. EIS 72 4623D) 

Draft, June 7 0 . aHAn New 

Shoreham Nuclear Power 

York, county: Suffolk. The s 
refers to the proposed Issuance o * 
struction permit to the Long 
Lighting Co. A single boiling wa 
actor, of 2.436 MWT and 820 MWE (net) 
capacity will be installed. OotfUigw 
will be drawn from and discha^ 
Long Island Sound, at l4 ° 
blent. Marine organism may beco ^ 
pinged upon intake wflJ 

active gaseous and liquid e _ 

be released to the environment. g 

pages) (ELR Order No. 04663) 

Order No. EIS 72 4663D) 
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Final, June 1 

Surry Power Station Unit 1, Virginia, 
county: Surry. The statement refers to 
the Issuance of an operating license to 
the Virginia Electric Power Co., for Unit 
1; the environmental impact of both 
Units 1 and 2 are considered. Each unit 
has a pressurized water reactor with a 
power capacity of 2,441 MWT and 822.5 
MWE. “Stretch” capabilities of 2.54Q 
MWT and 822.5 MWE are anticipated. 
Cooling water will be drawn from, and 
discharged to the James River. The water 
will be heated 14° F. above ambient; 
marine life will be damaged by thermal 
effects and entrainment upon Intake ap¬ 
paratus; minor quantities of chemical 
wastes and radioactive gaseous and liquid 
effluents will be released to the environs. 
(296 pages) Comments made by: USDA, 
DOC. COE. EPA, FPC, DOI, and DOT. 
(ELR Order No. 04581) (NTI3 Order No. 
EIS 72 4581F) _ 

Past Flux Test Facility (FFTF), Washing¬ 
ton, county: Benton. The statement is 
concerned with the proposed construc¬ 
tion of the Fast Flux Test Facility 
(FFTF) at the Hanford Reservation. 
FFTF is a 400 MWT nuclear reactor 
fueled with a mixture of plutonium- 
uranium oxide. It will provide a fast 
neutron flux irradiation environment for 
testing fuels and materials to be 
used in sodium-cooled fast breeder power 
reactors. Waste heat will be discharged 
by the use of sodium-air dump heat ex¬ 
changers. (318 pages) Comments made 
by: USDA, DOC, HEW. DOI, and FPC. 
(ELR Order No. 04609) (NTIS Order No. 
EIS 72 4609F) 

Department op Defense 


air force 

Contact: Col. Cliff M. Whitehead, Room 5E 
425. The Pentagon. Washington, D.C. 
20330, 202—695-2889. 

Draft. May 31 

Shaw Air Force Base. S.C. The statement 
refers to the proposed construction of 
500 units of military housing at the base, 
in order to complement an existing 1,205 
units. Approximately 100 acres, much of 
it wooded, will be acquired and com¬ 
mitted to the action. (ELR Order No. 
04568) (NTIS Order No. EIS 72 4588D) 


ARMY CORPS 

Contact: Col. William L. Barnes, Executive 
Director of Civil Works, Attention: 
DAEN-CWZ-C, Office of the Chief of En- 
?rl^ er8, * J,S ' Arm y Corps of Engineers 
1000 Independence Avenue SW., Wash* 
A n ^° n * DC 20314, 202—693—7168. 

Draft. June 1 

Cowikee State Park. Ala., county: Barbour 
The statement refers to the proposed 
dredging of 745,000 cubic yards of ma¬ 
terial from Walter F. George Lake, lr 
order to provide sufficient water depth 
iot a boating marina and land for park 
Forty-two acres of lane 
*id 21 acres of water bottom will be ad* 
Juhh affc oted, with marine life and 
wuallfe being displaced. (12 pages) (ELR 
yraer No. 04604) (NTIS Order No. Ett 
‘<2 4604D) 

Dr «/e, May 31 

®} ver Navigation Project. Georglf 
th A rb 0 statement proposes 

at A?°? Struction of slx single lift lockf 

cvwi n Power Co. damsides on the 
ft-fw . ver * The ProJeot would provide i 
narM vT* 15, 150 * foot wide, 280-mile lon§ 
igable waterway. Damage to aquatl< 

® an d wildlife at the sites of dredging 
and deposition is the only adverse impaci 
ln Ul6 8fcat0 ment. (5 pages] 
1ELR Order No. 04588) (NTES Ordei 
No. EIS 72 4588D) 


Dalton Reservoir, Ga., counties: Whitfield 
and Murray. The statement refers to the 
proposed construction of a 75-foot high 
dam on the Conasauga River 24.8 miles 
above its mouth. The purposes of the 
project are flood control, water supply, 
wildlife enhancement, economic devel¬ 
opment, and recreation. Approximately 
17,500 acres of agricultural land and 
wildlife habitat will be committed to the 
action; 8.650 acres of it would be in¬ 
undated. The number of potential dis¬ 
placements is not specified. (5 pages) 
(ELR Order No. 04578) (NTIS Order No. 
EIS 72 4578D) 

Curry Creek Reservoir, Ga. Proposed con¬ 
struction of a multipurpose reservoir on 
the Oconee River 12 miles north of 
Athens. The purpose of the action is 
flood control. Twelve miles of stream 
fishery habitat and 5,720 acres of agri¬ 
cultural and timber land will be lost to 
the action. (7 pages) (ELR Order No. 
04577) (NTIS Order No. EIS 72 4577D) 

Royalton Lake, Ky. The statement is con¬ 
cerned with the proposed construction 
of Royalton Lake, a multipurpose reser¬ 
voir, a related 17 miles of channeliza¬ 
tion works, and three upstream struc¬ 
tures. The project would require acquisi¬ 
tion of 8,700 acres, much of it wooded; 
1,350 acres of land and 17 miles of stream 
would be Inundated, with a resulting loss 
of aquatic and wildlife. The number of 
persons to be displaced by the action is 
not specified. (7 pages) (ELR Order No. 
04571) (NTIS Order No. EIS 72 4571D) 

Midland Local Protection Project, Ken¬ 
tucky, counties: Bath and Rowan. Pro¬ 
posed construction of a system of levee 
and channel works on an 11-mile stretch 
of the Licking River, between Lexington 
and Ashland. The purpose of the project 
is that of flood control. The completion 
of the project would result in changed 
land use on 21,000 acres. The presently 
wooded and agrarian land would be de¬ 
veloped for industrial and residential 
purposes; wildlife populations would be 
substantially reduced. (7 nages) (ELR 
Order No. 04584) (NTIS Order No. EIS 
72 4584D) 

Bucks Harbor, Maine, county: Washing¬ 
ton. The statement is concerned with 
the dredging of an 11-acre anchorage (for 
commercial fishing boats), at the har¬ 
bor. Approximately 48.000 cubic yards of 
spoil will be dredged from the site and 
dumped offshore. Temporary turbidity 
will have adverse effects upon marine 
biota. (21 pages) (ELR Order No. 04561) 
(NTIS Order No. EIS 72 4561D) 

Roaring River Dam, N.C. county: Wilkes. 
The statement refers to the proposed 
construction of a dam and multipurpose 
reservoir on the Roaring River, 25 miles 
west of Winston-Salem. Approximately 
4,780 acres of agricultural land and 
wildlife habitat will be committed to 
the project; of this approximately 2,560 
acres will be Inundated, along with 9.5 
miles of stream; 24 residences, one 
church, and one cemetery will be dis¬ 
placed. (10 pages) (ELR Order No. 
04576) (NTIS Order No. EIS 72 4576D) 

Clinchfteld Dam and Reservoir, N.C. and 
S.C. Proposed construction of a 3,430-foot 

earthfill dam and _ miles north 

of Spartanburg. S.C. Approximately 
28,000 acres, three-fourths of which will 
be inundated, will be committed to the 
project. The number of residential dis¬ 
placements which will occur is not speci¬ 
fied. (11 pages) (ELR Order No. 04575) 
(NTIS Order No. EIS 72 4575D) 


Draft, June 1 

Hamlin Beach State Park, N.Y., county: 
Monroe. The proposed action involves 
construction of seven stone groins and 
dumping of 250.000 cubic yards of sand 
along 4,250 feet of beach frontage on 
Lake Ontario. The purpose of the project 
Is the maintenance of a beach capable 
of accommodating 11,600 persons at peak 
capacity. Temporary turbidity from 
dumping will disturb and/or destroy 
marine life; the park will be disfigured 
by the project’s access roads. (15 pages) 
(ELR Order No. 04596) (NTIS Order No. 
EIS 72 4596D) 

Draft , May 31 

Whlteoak Dam and Reservoir, Ohio, 
county: Brown. The statement is con¬ 
cerned with the proposed construction of 
a dam on Whlteoak Creek. 9.8 miles above 
its confluence with the Ohio River and 40 
miles southeast of Cincinnati. The reser¬ 
voir would be of multipurpose (water- 
supply and quality control, flood con¬ 
trol, and recreation) use. Approximately 
931 acres of land and 7.5 miles of stream 
habitat would be inundated. An un¬ 
specified number of residences and busi¬ 
nesses would be displaced. (10 pages) 
(ELR Order No. 04583) (NTIS Order No. 
EIS 72 4583D) 

Clarion River Acid Mine Drainage, Penn¬ 
sylvania. The statement refers to a pro¬ 
gram of acid mine drainage from inac¬ 
tive mines and oil and gas fields in the six 
watersheds of the Clarion River Basin. 
Mines would be sealed or backfilled, di¬ 
version ditches would be constructed, 
and line injections would be utilized 
along with related procedures. Existing 
land use could be disrupted by the proj¬ 
ect. (16 pages) (ELR Order No. 04685) 
(NTIS Order No. EIS 72 4585D) 

Tamaqua Local Protection Project, Penn¬ 
sylvania. The statement refers to the 
proposed construction of a concrete-lined 
2,930-foot long. 10-foot diameter tunnel 
to dirvert water flow from Wabash Creek 
to the Little Schuyklll River. The pur¬ 
pose of the action is the control of possi¬ 
ble flooding. (6 pages) (ELR Order 
No. 04572) (NTIS Order No. EIS 72 
4572D) 

Hipes Dam and Lake Project, Virginia, 
counties: Botetourt and Craig. The state¬ 
ment refers to the proposed construction 
of a 172-foot high earth and rockfill dam 
on Craig Creek. The purposes of the 
project are flood control, water quality 
control, recreation, conservation, and 
economic development. A trout rearing 
station would also be constructed. Ap¬ 
proximately 23 miles of stream fishery 
habitat, 6,000 acres of forest wildlife 
habitat, and the community o f Oriskany 
will be inundated; 150 additional resi¬ 
dences would be displaced. (9 pages) 
(ELR Order No. 04574) (NTIS Order No. 
EIS 72 4574D) 

Royal Glen Reservoir, W. Va., county: 
Grant. The statement refers to the pro¬ 
posed construction of a reservoir and 
12,800 feet of channel Improvements on 
the south branch of the Potomac River 
through the city of Petersburg. Approxi¬ 
mately 6 miles of stream and 1,150 acres 
of agricultural land and wildlife habitat 
would be inundated by the project. (9 
pages) (ELR Order No. 04573) (NTIS 
Order No. EIS 72 4573D) 

Tug Fork at Williamson. W. Va., county: 
Mingo. The statement refers to the con¬ 
struction of a levee and floodwall system, 
and a pumping station, on the Tug Fork 
of the Big Sandy River, at the city of 
Williamson. The intent of the action is 
that of providing flood control; 4 resi¬ 
dences and 2 businesses will be displaced. 
(4 pages) (ELR Order No. 04586) (NTIS 
Order No. EIS 72 4586D) 
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Tug Fork, W.Va., county: Mingo. The state¬ 
ment refers to the proposed construc¬ 
tion of a levee and floodwali system on 
the Tug Fork of the Big Sandy River at 
the city of Matewan. Approximately 30 
residences would be displaced by the pro¬ 
posed action. (7 pages) (ELR Order No. 
04587) (NTIS Order No. EIS 72 4587D) 
Final, May 31 

Miami Harbor, Fla. The action consists of 
deepening a 6-mile stretch of existing 
30-foot deep harbor to a depth of 36-38 
feet; and the widening of the channel 
by 100 feet. Approximately 5 million 
cubic yards of spoil will be dredged and 
dumped at two upland diked areas and 
three open water disposal areas. Marine 
life at both the dredging and dumping 
sites will be disturbed: the upland de¬ 
posit sites are bordered by mangrove 
which serves as habitat for osprey, 
herons, and egrets. (40 pages) Comments 
made by: USDA, EPA, DOI, and DOT. 
(ELR Order No. 04560) (NTIS Order No. 
EIS 72 4560F) 

Mullet Key, Fla., county: Pinellas. The 
project involves beach nourishment of a 
6,750-foot reach of shoreline. A 210-foot 
wide strip of beach would be formed, 
along with a 60-foot wide protective bar¬ 
rier. A 420-foot long anchor groin and a 
11,250-foot long revetment would be the 
structural features of the project. Ap¬ 
proximately 325.000 cubic yards of sand 
would be dredged from an offshore site 
and placed on the beach. Marine life at 
both sites would be disturbed and/or de¬ 
stroyed. (32 pages) Comments made bv: 
USDA, DOC. EPA, HEW. HUD. and DOI. 
(ELR Order No. 04567) (NTIS Order No. 
EIS 72 4567F) 

St. Catherine Sound, Md. The project in¬ 
volved is maintenance dredging of the 
6-foot deep. 80-foot wide channel of St. 
Catherine Sound, extending 3.330 feet 
into the Wicomico River. The area Is one 
of commercial and recreational boat¬ 
ing. Marlnelife (such as oysters and 
crabs) which Is of commercial impor¬ 
tance, may be adversely affected by the 
project. (26 pages). Comments made by: 
USDA. DOC. EPA. and HEW. (ELR Or¬ 
der No. 04563) (NTIS Order No. EIS 72 
4563F) 

Bound Brook, Mass. The statement refers 
to the snagging and clearing of Bound 
Brook, along with the realignment and 
widening of the channel. Debris will be 
placed along the banks. Both hydraulic 
and riparian life systems will be dam¬ 
aged by the project. The purpose of the 
action is flood control. (16 pages) Com¬ 
ments made by: USDA and EPA. (ELR 
Order No. 04566) (NTIS Order No. EIS 
72 4566F) 

Taylor Bayou, Tex., county: Jefferson. The 
proposed project is a flood control and 
drainage plan for the Taylors Bayou 
watershed. Structural features Include 
the enlargement of 1.8 miles of the Gulf 
Intracoastal Waterway, and the out¬ 
fall canal from Taylors Bayou, a diver¬ 
sion channel and appurtenant facilities. 
A total of 3,800 acres will be committed 
to the project: 1,610 acres of land will 
be dredged to become part of the chan¬ 
nel; 2,190 acres will be utilized for spoil 
deposit. The area consists of marsh and 
prairie land, much of it being wildlife 
habitat. Rare species affected by the ac¬ 
tion include the American alligator, the 
river otter, and the Texas red wolf. (60 
pages) Comments made by: USDA, DOC. 
EPA, and DOI. (ELR Order No. 04564) 
(NTIS Order No. EIS 72 4564F) 


Delaware River Basin Commission 
Draft, June 7 

Eddystone Generating Station, Pennsyl¬ 
vania. county: Delaware. The statement 
refers to the proposed addition of two 
generating units to the Philadelphia 
Electric Co.'s existing station, located at 
the confluence of Crum Creek and the 
Delaware River. The units involved are 
oil-fired steam-electric, of 400,000 kw. 
each; a dock facility capable of handling 
luel oil barges and oil storage facilities 
will also be constructed. (86 pages) (ELR 
Order No. 00664) (NTIS Order No. EIS 
72 4664D) 

Environmental Protection Agency 

Contact: Mr. Sheldon Meyers, Director, Office 
of Federal Activities, Room 3630. Water¬ 
side Mall, Washington. D.C. 20460, 202— 
755-0940. 

Final, June 1 

Austin Wastewater Facilities. Texas. The 
statement considers the construction of 
a deep tunnel interceptor and the en¬ 
largement of an existing wastewater 
treatment plant at Walnut Creek. The 
plant Is located in a substantially resi¬ 
dential area. Total construction costs are 
estimated at $29,099,000, of which $16,- 
004,500 has been offered as a Federal 
grant. (244 pages) Comments made by: 
USDA, COE, and DOI. (ELR Order No. 
04580) (NTIS Order No. EIS 72 4580F) 
Final, June 8 

Pittsburg, Tex., county: Camp. The state¬ 
ment considers the upgrading of a waste- 
water treatment plant on Sparks Branch, 
and construction of a second plant and 
interceptors on Dry Creek, for which the 
city of Pittsburg is requesting Federal 
financial assistance. The two plants will 
be designed to produce effluent meeting 
the required 20 mg./l. BOD standard. An 
unspecified amount of land will be com¬ 
mitted to the action. The close proximity 
of the proposed facilities to existing resi¬ 
dential dwellings has met opposition. 
(153 pages) Comments made bv: USDA, 
COE, DOC, and DOI. (ELR Order No. 
04669) (NTIS Order No. EIS 72 4669F) 
Final, June 9 

Red Oak Treatment System, Texas, county: 
Ellis. The statement considers the con¬ 
struction of a complete wastewater treat¬ 
ment system for which the city of Red 
Oak is requesting Federal funds. The sys¬ 
tem would Include interceptors and a 
treatment plant, which would employ an 
extended aeration process, grit removal, 
flow measurement, and effluent chlorina¬ 
tion. Treated effluent will be discharged 
to a tributary of Red Oak Creek; the 
facility will encourage residential growth 
In Red Oak. (128 pages) Comments made 
by: USDA, DOC, COE. HEW, HUD. DOI. 
and OEO. (ELR Order No. 04680) (NTIS 
Order No. EIS 72 4680F) 

Federal Power Commission 
Contact: Mr. Frederick H. Warren, Advisor on 
Environmental Quality. 441 G Street 
NW„ Washington, DC 20426. 202-386- 
6084. 

Dr alt, June 9 

Deep Creek Lake. Md.. county: Garrett. The 
statement refers to the proposed approval 
to develop recreational facilities at Its 
to develop recreational facilities at its' 
Project No. 2370. Of the 316-acre site 86 
acres are presently developed; an addi¬ 
tional 100 acres will be developed under 
the plan. (80 pages) (ELR Order No. 
04687) (NTIS Order No. EIS 72 4687D) 


Final, May 31 

Cove Point, Md., and Savannah. Ga. The 
statement refers to an application by 
Columbia LNG seeking authorization to 
construct facilities at the two sites, in 
order to handle Imported liquified natu¬ 
ral gas (LNG) from Algeria. Pipeline con¬ 
struction will total 391 miles, require 
five river crossings and traverse State- 
owned lands, a national wildlife refuge, 
and a national park. A 5.900-foot unload¬ 
ing pier will be constructed In the Chesa¬ 
peake at Cove Point, and a ship turning 
basin a Savannah. The terminal at Cove 
Point will occupy an area which had 
been planned for inclusion In the Calvert 
Cliffs State Park. Marlnelife at both sites 
will be adversely affected. (140 pages) 
Comments made by: USDA. DOC. COE, 
EPA, DOI. and DOT. (ELR Order No. 
04619) (NTIS Order No. EIS 72 4619F) 

Department or Housing and Urban 
Development 


Contact: Mr. Richard H. Broun, Director. 
Environmental and Land Use Planning 
Division. Washington. D.C. 20410, 202- 
755-6186. 

Draft , June 2 

Wingate Apartments, New Hampshire, 
county: Belknap. The statement is con¬ 
cerned with the proposed construction 
of 18. two-story apartment buildings, 
totaling 100 units. In the city of Laconia. 
Approximately 10 acres of land will 
committed to the action. (36 pages) (ELR 
Order No. 04611) (NTIS Order No. EIS 
72 4611D) 

Final, June 2 

Lysonder New Community, New York, 
county: Ono ndaga . The statement refers 
to a proposed HUD finding that Lvsander 
be an eligible new community under the 
Urban Growth and New Community De¬ 
velopment Act of 1970. No guarantee or 
loan assistance is being sought. Tb* 
community will be situated on a 2,700- 
acre site to the north and west of Syra¬ 
cuse. Five thousand housing units will 
be constructed and industrial and com¬ 
mercial sites will be developed over a 20- 
year period. (130 pages) Comments made 
by: USDA, AEC, DOC. COE, EPA. GSA. 
and DOI. (ELR Order No. 04621) (NTIS 
Order No. EIS 72 4621F) 


Department or Interior 

Contact: Mr. Bruce Blanchard, Director, En¬ 
vironmental Project Review, Room 72W, 
Department of the Interior, Washington. 
D.C. 20240. 202—343-3891. 

Draft, May 31 . _ 

Off-road vehicles (ORV). The propased ac¬ 
tion would implement Executive Or 
11644, concerning the use of motonzeu 
ORV, through regulations promulgate 
by DOI bureaus in conformance wun • 
Secretarial memorandum. Effective 
trol of the use of ORV would reduce tn 
adverse environmental impacts these 
hides now have on public lands. <i 
pages) (ELR Order No. 04613) (NT1 
Order No. EIS 72 4613D) 

Draft, June 7 . 

Illinois Beach Acquisition, Illinois. coun 
Lake. The statement is concerned wj 
the proposed acquisition, by the 111 00 
State Department of Conservation, o 
acres located along 3 miles of Lake c 
igan shoreline between Zion and t« 
linols- Wisconsin border. The land wi 
developed for both recreation an 
servation purposes. Approximately 
families will be displaced by the ac 
(16 pages) (ELR Order No. 04658) (* 
Order No. EIS 72 4658D) 
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BUREAU OF RECLAMATION 

Final, June 2 

Pueblo Dam and Reservoir, Colo., county: 
Pueblo. The statement considers the con¬ 
struction of a dam and reservoir, features 
of the Frylngpan-Arkansas Project, 6 
miles west of Pueblo. Purposes of the 
project are municipal and industrial use, 
flood control, and quality control. Ap¬ 
proximately 18,000 acres will be com¬ 
mitted to the project; 6 miles of stream 
will bo inundated; eight residences will 
displaced. (136 pages) Comments made 
by: USDA, COE, EPA. FPC. DOI. and 
DOT. (ELR Order No. 04620) (NTI8 
Order No. EIS 72 4620F) 

Final, May 31 

China Meadows Dam and Reservoir, Utah. 
Proposed construction of an earthflli dam 
and dike on the east fork of Smiths Fork, 
a tributary of the Green River, 25 miles 
south of Mountain View, Mont. The pur¬ 
poses of the action are flood control and 
Irrigation. Approximately 600 acres will 
bo committed to the project; 2 miles of 
quality trout stream will be lost. The 
area provides habitat for elk, moose, deer, 
black bear, and cougar. (581 pages) 
Comments made by: USDA, COE, EPA, 
and DOI. (ELR Order No. 04582) (NTIS 
Order No. EIS 72 4582F) 

Federal Mine Health and Safety Academy, 
West Virginia. The statement is con¬ 
cerned with the construction and opera¬ 
tion of a Federal Mine Health and Safety 
Academy in Beckley. W. Va. The Academy 
would train mine Inspectors who would 
assist in administering the Federal Coal 
Mine Health and Safety Act of 1969. A 
600-student multibuilding facility Is 
planned. Forty-four acres would be com¬ 
mitted to the project. (68 pages) Com¬ 
ments made by: DOC, EPA, HEW, HUD. 
DOI, and DOT. (ELR Order No. 04608) 
(NTIS Order No. EIS 72 4608F) 

National Capital Planning Commission 
final, June 7 

Comprehensive Plan for the National Capi¬ 
tal. Washington. The statement refers 
to proposed modifications to the com¬ 
prehensive plan In order that it conform 
to the Fort Lincoln Urban Renewal Area 
Plan. The modifications include the 
changing of the “Community Shopping 
Cluster" designation to “Uptown Center" 
and the location of it in the Urban Re¬ 
newal Area; the realignment of Fort 
Circle Park; the extension of the national 
park system within the Urban Renewal 
Area; the reduction of Anacostla Park 
J° accommodate new Federal City Col¬ 
lege facilities; and other measures. The 
changes represent an Intensification of 
land use activity. (31 pages) Comments 
made by: FPC and GSA. (ELR Order 

4665F) 1665 * (NTIS ° rcier No * EIS 72 

Department of Transportation 

Contact: Mr. Martin Convlsser, Director, 
^mce of Environmental Quality, 400 
OA^ th Street SW.. Washington, DC 
* 20 J? 0 ’202-426-4355. 

May 31 

FederaNAid Highway and Mass Transpor- 
J” Act - T be statement considers pro- 
eB ' slatlon w Nich would continue 
oe Federal-aid highway program, but 
a series of fundamental changes, 
niese changes would Include the estab- 
shment of an urban transportation pro¬ 
gram which would consolidate urban 
ghway and mass transit programs (ex¬ 
cepting the Interstate highway pro- 
oram. and the urban mass transporta- 
°h research and development program 


and demonstration program). Similar 
rural highway programs would be con¬ 
solidated Into a Rural Federal-Aid Sys¬ 
tem and a Rural General Transportation 
Fund. The existing interstate highway 
program would be continued to Insure 
its completion (42 pages) (ELR Order 
No. 04625) (NTIS Order No. EIS 72 
4625D) 

federal aviation agency 
Draft, June 1 

Birmingham Municipal Airport, Ala., 
county: Jefferson. The project consists 
of the acquisition of land, the extension 
of an existing N/S runway, and the 
strengthening and widening of existing 
taxi ways and ramps. The purpose of the 
project is the enlargement of the air¬ 
port’s capabilities to serve as a commer¬ 
cial air carrier facility, with the ability 
to handle intermediate size Jets. A fu¬ 
ture goal is the construction of a second 
N/S runway parallel to the existing one. 
Approximately 65 acres will be commit¬ 
ted to the project; one public school, one 
college, and an unspecified number of 
other buildings will be displaced. (116 
pages) (ELR Order No. 04590) (NTIS 
Order No. EIS 72 4590D) 

Rogers Municipal Airport, Ark. The state¬ 
ment refers to the proposed acquisition 
of land and reconstruction and length¬ 
ening of existing runways (from 75' x 
3,300' to 100' x 4.200', and from 76' x 
4,200' to 100' x 6,000) ; construction of 
new taxiways and purpose of the action 
is that of providing facilities for Jet and 
large piston aircraft. Eighty acres will be 
committed to the project; air and noise 
quality levels will decrease. (73 pages) 
(ELR Order No. 04592) (NTIS Order No. 
EIS 72 4592D) 

Plymouth Municipal Airport, N.C., county: 
Washington. The statement is concerned 
with the proposed construction of a new 
basic utility airport capable of handling 
single engine aircraft of less than 12,500 
pounds. A 3,700' x 75' runway would be 
constructed, along with aprons, taxi- 
ways, an access road, etc.; VASI and 
medium Intensity lighting would be In¬ 
stalled. Approximately 225 acres of land 
would be committed to the project. (31 
pages) (ELR Order No. 04614) (NTIS 
Order No. EIS 72 4614D) 

Springer Municipal Airport, N.Mex. Pro¬ 
posed construction of a new airport, with 
a 60' x 6.000' paved runway, graded 
taxiways and apron, an access road, 
fenced perimeter, a wind cone and a seg¬ 
mented circle. Approximately 108 acres 
of grassland will be committed to the 
project. (25 pages) (ELR Order No. 
04591) (NTIS Order No. EIS 72 4591D) 
Draft, June 4 

Blackweli-Tonkawa Airport, Okla., county: 
Blackwell. The statement is concerned 
with the proposed acquisition of land 
and construction of a new airport, with 
a N/S 60' x 3500' runway, turnarounds, 
a taxiway and parking apron, and appur¬ 
tenant facilities. A gas pipeline will be 
relocated due to the actions; 145 acres 
will be committed. (16 pages) (ELR 
Order No. 04600) (NTIS Order No. EIS 
72 4600D) 

Draft, June 1 

Murdo Airport, S. Dak., county: Jones. The 
statement Is concerned with the pro¬ 
posed construction of a new airport. Fa¬ 
cilities would Include a 150' x 4,400' 
landing strip, a 50' x 3,400' hard surface 
runway, taxiways and aprons, a parking 
lot and access road, lighting, etc. Ap¬ 
proximately 85 acres of land would be 
committed to the project. (30 pages) 
(ELR Order No. 04594) (NTIS Order No. 
EIS 72 4594D) 


Meacham Field, Tex. Proposed acquisition 
of land, surfacing of a 150' x 7,600' 
runway, installation of HIRL, construc¬ 
tion of taxiways and aprons, etc. New 
facilities are being constructed at 
Meacham In anticipation of the closing 
of Fort Worth's airport in 1973. Ap¬ 
proximately 88.7 acres are being com¬ 
mitted to the action. (73 pages) (ELR 
Order No. 04589) (NTIS Order No. EIS 
72 4589D) 

Kenosha Municipal Airport, Wis., county: 
Kenosha. The project involves the acqui¬ 
sition of land (133 acres in fee. 23 acres 
in easement) and reconstruction and ex¬ 
tension (by 600 feet) of an existing 75' x 
3.000' NW/SE runway, construction of 
taxiways and installation of lighting. (17 
pages) (ELR Order No. 04603) (NTIS 
Order No. EIS 72 4603D) 

Final, June 8 

Napa County Airport. Calif., county: Napa. 
The proposed action involves the acquisi¬ 
tion of land and the construction of a 
75' x 2,600' runway, with taxiways and 
aprons. Local ambient noise and air 
quality standards will decrease. While It 
is not expected that airport use will 
change due to this action, the future 
construction of a 7,000-foot runway Is 
planned. (45 pages) Comments made by: 
EPA and DOI. (ELR Order No. 04671) 
(NTIS Order No. EIS 72 4671F) 

Final, May 31 

Kirsch Municipal Airport. Mich., county: 
St. Joseph. The statement considers the 
proposed acquisition of land and con¬ 
struction of a new 5.700' x 75' N/S run¬ 
way, taxi way, and a terminal building; 
relocation of REIL; and addition of ap¬ 
purtenant facilities. It Is Intended that 
the airport's capabilities be expanded to 
enable the handling of business Jets. An 
unspecified amount of land will be com¬ 
mitted to the action; local controversy 
exists over the expected increase in noise 
levels and the proposed closing of a por¬ 
tion of the present access road. (49 
pages) Comments made by: USDA, COE, 
DOC. EPA, DOI. and DOT. (ELR Order 
No. 04565) (NTIS Order No. EIS 72 
4656F) 

FEDERAL HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 

Draft, May 31 

1-65, Alabama, county: 8helby. The state¬ 
ment concerns the proposed construction 
of 7.4 miles of new four-lane interstate 
highway. Total acreage to be committed 
to the action Is not specified; 8 acres of 
the Oak Mountain State Park will be re¬ 
quired for right-of-way. necessitating the 
filing of a 4(f) statement. (28 pages) 
(ELR Order No. 04570) (NTIS Order No. 
EIS 72 4570D) 

Draft, June 7 

1-70, Colorado, county: Garfield. Proposed 
construction of an 11-mile segment of 
1-70, from 3 miles west of Rifle to Silt. 
Flood plain and riparian ecosysts will be 
damaged by the action; an unspecified 
amount of land and number of resi¬ 
dences will be committed to the project. 
(46 pages) (ELR Order No. 04660) (NTIS 
Order No. EIS 72 4660D) 

Draft. May 31 

1-225, Colorado. Proposed construction of 
an interchange connecting 1-225, Yosem- 
ite Street, and Tamarac Street. Seven 
residences would be displaced by the ac¬ 
tion. (48 pages) (ELR Order No. 04624) 
(NTIS Order No. EIS 72 4624D) 
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Draft, June 7 

State Road 44. Florida, county: Volusia. 
Proposed relocation and reconstruction 
of SR. 44 from its intersection with 
1-95, 3.5 miles easterly to its intersection 
with UB. 1 in the city of New Smyrna 
Beach. A four-lane facility would re¬ 
place the existing two-lane roadway. 
Several alternative routes are under con¬ 
sideration, with displacements, depend¬ 
ing upon the route, number from 0 to 
70 families. (68 pages) (ELR Order No. 
04667) (NTIS Order No. EIS 72 4667D) 

State Road 10A, Florida, oounty: Duval. 
The project involves the construction of 
grade separations (overpasses) on Arllng- 
wood Avenue and Townshend Boulevard 
at their intersections with S.R. 10A. (33 
pages) (ELR Order No. 04648) (NTIS 
Order No. EIS 72 4648D) 

Draft, June 1 

PAP Route 412, Illinois, counties: Shelby. 
Christian, and Fayette. The statement 
is concerned with the proposed construc¬ 
tion of 80 miles of new four-lane high¬ 
way, a section of the 250-mile long 
north-south FAP 412. The faculty would 
be constructed within the corridor of, 
tout not on, existing U6. 61. The amount 
of land and number of residencies to be 
committed to the project are not speci¬ 
fied. (20 pages) (ELR Order No. 04616) 
(NTIS Order No. EIS 72 4616D) 

N-52, Nebraska, counties: Boone and 
Nance. Proposed construction of a hard 
surface on approximately 7 miles of two- 
lane gravel roadway. An unspecified 
amount of acreage will be committed to 
the action; several property units will 
toe severed; portions of stream beds wUl 
be channelized. (21 pages) (ELR Order 
No. 04601) (NTIS Order No. EIS 72 
4601D) 

Draft, May 31 

Northern Arterial, New York, county: 
Westchester. The statement Is concerned 
with the construction of 1.9 miles of 
urban highway, the Northern Arterial, in 
White Plains. Twenty-four businesses 
and 41 residences would be displaced by 
the eight-lane facility; a 4(f) statement 
will be filed, os the Bronx River Parkway 
would be crossed by the project. (68 
pages) (ELR Order No. 04569) (NTIS 
Order No. EIS 72 4569D) 

Final, June 1 

FAS 5910, Alabama, county: Shelby. The 
„ project involves reconstruction of 0.6 mile 
of highway, its purpose being the elimi¬ 
nation of sharp curves and narrow 
bridges. A small concrete bridge wiU be 
built. Unspecified amount of land will 
bo committed to the action. (40 pages) 
Comments made by: USDA, COE, EPA, 
HUD. and DOI. (ELR Order No. 04599) 
(NTIS Order No. EIS 72 4599F) 

Final, June 6 

U.S. 82, Alabama, county: Pickens. Pro¬ 
posed reconstruction of 15.63 miles of 
four-lane U.S. 82, much of It on new lo¬ 
cation. Approximately 600 acres, some of 
it wildlife habitat, will be acquired for 
right-of-way. An unspecified number of 
residences will be displaced. (45 pages) 
Comments made by: USDA, COE, HUD, 
DOI, and DOT. (ELR Order No. 04646) 
(NTIS Order No. EIS 72 4646F) 

Interstate 5. California, county: San Joa¬ 
quin. Proposed construction of 17 miles 
of new six-lane highway, from Hammer 
Road to the Sacramento-San Joaquin 
County line. Six businesses and 11 resi¬ 
dences have already been displaced by 
the project; an additional three families 
will be moved. The Peripheral Canal will 
be used as a borrow source for embank¬ 
ment material. (67 pages). Comments 
made by: USDA, COE, EPA. DOI. and 
DOT. (ELR Order No. 04641) (NTIS 
Order No. EIS 72 464IF) 


Georgia Route 341, Georgia, county: 
Walker. Proposed reconstruction of 2.2 
miles of roadway in the city of Chicka- 
mauga. A 4(f) statement will be filed as 
a portion of municipal owned parkland 
would be required as right-of-way. (82 
pages) Comments made by: COE, EPA, 
HUD, DOI, and DOT. (ELR Order No. 
04644) (NTIS Order No. EIS 72 4644F) 
Final, June 1 

U.S. 82. U.S. 1, and U.S. 23. Georgia, county: 
Ware. Proposed reconstruction of three 
sections of roadway totaling approxi¬ 
mately 12 miles. Displacements will In¬ 
clude five residences and one business. 
(35 pages) Comments made by: USDA, 
COE, EPA, and DOI. (ELR Order No. 
04606) (NTIS Order No. EIS 72 4606F) 
Final, June 6 

City Boulevard, Maryland. Proposed con¬ 
struction of six-lanes of highway In 
urban Baltimore, from 1-170 to Mount 
Royal Avenue. Approximately 148 resi¬ 
dences and 39 businesses will be dis¬ 
placed by the action. (68 pages) 
Comments made by: USDA, COE, EPA, 
HEW, and DOI. (ELR Order No. 04639) 
(NTIS Order No. EIS 72 4639F) 

Final, June 1 

Missouri, county: Platte. The statement 
refers to the proposed construction of 
13 miles of 1-435, a section of beltway 
to the north and west of the Kansas City 
Metropolitan Area. The action will in¬ 
clude the construction of eight major 
interchanges and the channelization of 
sections of Brush Creek; 24 ponds will 
be eliminated and groundwater quality 
and levels will be adversely affected. 
Nine residences will be displaced by the 
project; 1,000 acres of land, much of it 
agricultural or timber land, will be lost. 
(62 pages) Comments made by: USDA, 
EPA. HEW, and HUD. (ELR Order No. 
04605) (NTIS Order No. EIS 72 4605F) 
Final, June 6 

State Highway 1499A, New York, county: 
Monroe. Proposed construction of a new 
bridge over the Genesse River and 2,700 
feet of approaches. An unspecified 
amount of farm land and number of 
residences will be committed to the 
project. (24 pages) Comments made by: 
USDA. EPA, FPC, DOI, and DOT. (ELR 
Order No. 04642) (NTIS Order No. EIS 
72 4642F) 

Final, June 1 

Cascade Lakes Highway (Oregon Forest 
Highway 46), Oregon, counties: Des¬ 
chutes and Klamath. The statement is 
concerned with the proposed construc¬ 
tion of 5.8 miles of highway, with the 
purpose of opening new land to recrea¬ 
tional and commercial use. The area has 
an abundant wildlife population, includ¬ 
ing deer, elk, and the bald eagle. Ap¬ 
proximately 100 acres of timber land will 
be committed to the project. (64 pages) 
Comments made by: USDA, EPA, DOI, 
and DOT. (ELR Order No. 04697) (NTIS 
Order No. EIS 72 4607F) 

U.S. 14, South Dakota, county: Brookings. 
The proposed action is the reconstruc¬ 
tion of 14 miles of UB. 14, from two 
to four lanes. Several new bridges will 
be constructed. Four farm residences 
and an unspecified amount of new right- 
of-way will be committed to the project. 
(39 pages) Comments made by: USDA, 
COE, EPA. and DOI. (ELR Order No. 
04598) (NTIS Order No. EIS 72 4598F) 
Final. June 6 

State Highway 172, F-081-1 ( ), Wisconsin, 

county: Brown. Proposed construction 
of a new four- to six-lane divided free¬ 
way between U8.41 in Ashwaubenon and 
1-57 In Bellevue. The project would in¬ 
clude a new bridge over the Pox River. A 
4(f) statement will be filed as a piece 
of public park land would be taken by 
the action. (56 pages) Comments made 


by: USDA. EPA, HUD, DOI, and DOT. 
(ELR Order No. 04643) (NTIS Order 
No. EIS 72 4643F) 

Final, June 1 

State Road 5, Florida, county: Duval. The 
statement is concerned with the recon¬ 
struction of S.R. 5 (Main Street) In 
urban Jacksonville. Approximately 0.5 
mile of roadway will be rebuilt on exist¬ 
ing right-of-way. (28 pages) (ELR 
Order No. 04597) (NTIS Order No. EIS 
72 4597F) 

Final, June 7 

U.S. 70, Durham, N.C., East-West Freeway, 
North Carolina, county: Durham. This 
action Involves construction of a four- 
lane divided freeway through Durham 
for the existing U.S. 70-1-85 intersection 
northwest of the city to UB. 70 Just east 
of Durham. Approximately 4.1 miles of 
the 9.2-mile project are already built or 
are under construction. The unfinished 
sections of the freeway will require tak¬ 
ing 239 residencies, six businesses, and 
five nonprofit organizations. Local parka 
and recreation centers will be affected. A 
4(f) statement will be Issued. (59 pages) 
(ELR Order No. 04661) (NTIS Order No. 
EIS 72 46G1F) 

Brian P. Jenny. 

Acting General Counsel. 

[FR Doc.72-9399 Filed 6-21-72;8:47 amj 


ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
A6ENCY 

BENOMYL 

Notice of Extension of Temporary 
Tolerances 

The E. I. du Pont de Nemours & Co., 
Inc.. Wilmington, Del. 19898, was granted 
temporary tolerances for residues ol tne 
fungicide benomyl (methyl-1 -Cbutylcar- 

bamoyl) - 2 -benzimidazolecarbamate) » 
or on the raw agricultural commodities 
apricots, cherries, nectarines, peaches, 
plums, and prunes at 15 parts per ffui* 
lion (from preharvest or postharvest 
uses or combinations of such uses , 
grapes at 10 parts per million; ana 
apples, crabapples, pears, and quinces 
7 parts per million (from preharvest 
postharvest uses or combinations ol su 
uses) on February 26, 1971 (notice ua 
published in the Federal R egist £* ® 
March 24, 1971 (36 F.R. 5531 )K These 
temporary tolerances expired Februa > 
26 1972. 

The firm has requested a 1 -year exten¬ 
sion of the temporary tolerances for re 
idues of benomyl on grapes at 10 P 
per million and on apples, crabappie* 
pears, and quinces at 7 parts per w 
to obtain additional experimental 
It is concluded that such extension 
protect the public health. A c ?£ ces 
under which the temporary ^ be 
are extended is that the fungicide 
used in accordance with the ^mpo 
permit which is being issued concurreri . 
by the Environmental Protec tion gen 
and which provides for 
under the E. I. du Pont de Nemours & 
Inc. name. 

As extended, these temporary 
erances expire June 15. 1973. 

This action is taken pursuant ,to v 
visions of the Federal Food, ^ug. 
Cosmetic Act (sec. 408(j>, 68 k ‘ 
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21 U.S.C. 346a(j)) f the authority trans¬ 
ferred to the Administrator of the En¬ 
vironmental Protection Agency (35 FH. 
15623), and the authority delegated by 
the Administrator to the Deputy Assist¬ 
ant Administrator for Pesticides Pro¬ 
grams (36 Fit. 9038). 

Dated: June 15, 1972. 

William M. Upholt, 

Deputy Assistant Administrator 
for Pesticides Programs. 

[FR Doc.72-9437 Filed 6-21-72;8:51 am] 


per million. Such residues would result 
from application of binapacryl to grow¬ 
ing apples and grapes as proposed in a 
pesticide petition, notice of which was 
published in the Federal Register of 
June 25, 1968 (33 F.R. 9312). 

Dated: June 14, 1972. 

William M. Upholt, 
Deputy Assistant Administrator 
for Pesticides Programs. 

[FR Doc.72-9436 FLled 6-2i-72;8:51 am] 


ETHEPHON 

Notice of Establishment of Temporary 
Tolerance 

Amchem Products, Inc., Ambler, Pa. 
19002. submitted a petition (PP 2G1217) 
requesting a temporary tolerance for 
residues of the plant regulator ethephon 
((2-cIiloroethyl)phosphonic acid) in or 
on the raw agricultural commodity 
apples at 6 parts per million. 

It has been determined that a tempo¬ 
rary tolerance of 6 parts per million for 
residues of the plant regulator in or on 
apples is safe and will protect the public 
health. It is therefore established as re¬ 
quested on condition that the plant reg¬ 
ulator be used in accordance with the 
temporary permit being issued concur¬ 
rently by the Environmental Protection 
Agency and which provides for distribu¬ 
tion under the Amchem Products, Inc. 
name. 

This temporary tolerance expires June 
14, 1973. 

This action is being taken pursuant to 
P^ons of the Federal Food, Drug, 
Cosmetic Act (sec. 408(j), 68 Stat. 
21 U.S.C. 346a(j)), the authority 
/an^eri-ed to the Administrator of the 
pdS* * Protection Agency (35 
’. and the authority delegated 

y the Administrator to the Deputy As- 
astant Administrator for Pesticides Pro¬ 
grams (36 FR. 9038). 

1)8 ted: June 14,1972. 

William M. Upholt, 

Deputy Assistant Administrator 
for Pesticides Programs. 

I PR Doc.72-9432 Filed 6-21-72; 8:51 ami 


PMC CORP. 

Notice of Filing of Petition for Food 
Additive 


FooH 1S ri an *' *° Provisions of the Feden 
(bmiwFo F? 1 C °snietic Act (sec. 40 
(5)> 1786: 21 UBC ' 348(b 

(p AP 2Hsni e 7, lS u glVen that a P etitI ° 
Niafra 2 n? 017 ! has med b V * Corp 
Street Divis ion, 100 Niagar 

e$t abl is Inning 14105 » Proposin 

(21 food additi ve tolerance 

dues nf ** * 21) f °r combined resi 
cide Kir, the tosecticide and fungi 
SrtJfipWj<2-sec-butyl-4.6-diri 
its P me^h^m methyl ' 2 ' butenoate) an 
Phenol ta^i. 2 ' SeC " butyl ‘ 4 - 6 - dinltrc 

million ® pomace a t 5 parts p« 

° and to erape pomace at 3 pari 


PARAQUAT 

Notice of Establishment of Temporary 
Tolerance 

Great Lakes Chemical Corp., Post 
Office Box 2200, West Lafayette, IN 
47906, submitted a petition (PP 1G1011) 
requesting a temporary tolerance for res¬ 
idues of the desiccant, defoliant and 
herbicide paraquat (1,1'-dimethyl-4,4'- 
bipyridinium) in or on cottonseed at 0.5 
part per million (calculated as the cat¬ 
ion) resulting from application of the 
bistribromide salt to growing cotton. 

It has been determined that a tem¬ 
porary tolerance of 0.5 part per million 
for residues of the pesticide (calculated 
as the cation) in or on cottonseed is safe 
and will protect the public health. This 
temporary tolerance is therefore estab¬ 
lished as requested, on condition that 
the pesticide will be used in accordance 
with the temporary permit which is be¬ 
ing issued concurrently and which pro¬ 
vides for distribution under the Great 
Lakes Chemical Corp. name. 

This temporary tolerance expires 
June 15,1973. 

Tliis action is being taken pursuant 
to provisions of the Federal Food, Drug, 
and Cosmetic Act (sec. 408(j), 68 Stat. 
516; 21 U.S.C. 346a(j)), the authority 
transferred to the Administrator of the 
Environmental Protection Agency (35 
FR. 15623), and the authority delegated 
by the Administrator to the Deputy 
Assistant Administrator for Pesticides 
Programs (36 F.R. 9038). 

Dated: June 15. 1972. 

William M. Upholt, 
Deputy Assistant Administrator 
for Pesticides Programs. 

[FR Doc.72-9433 Filed 6-21-72;8:50 am] 


RHODIA INC. 

Notice of Filing of Petition Regarding 
Pesticide Chemical 

Pursuant to provisions of the Federal 
Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (sec. 408 
(d)(1), 68 Stat. 512; 21 U.S.C. 346a(d) 
(1)), notice is given that a petition (PP 
2F1269) has been filed by Rhodia Inc., 
Chipman Division, 120 Jersey Avenue, 
New Brunswick, NJ 08903, proposing the 
establishment of tolerances (40 CFR Part 
180) for negligible residues of the 
herbicide 2-tertiobutyl-4- (2,4-dichloro- 
5-isopropyloxyphenyl) - 1,3,4 - oxadiazo- 
line-5-one in or on the raw agricultural 
commodities rice straw at 0.15 part per 
million and rice at 0.05 part per million. 


The analytical method proposed in the 
petition for determining residues of the 
herbicide is a gas-liquid chromato¬ 
graphic procedure using electron-capture 
detection. 

Dated: June 14, 1972. 

William M. Upholt, 
Deputy Assistant Administrator 
for Pesticides Programs. 

[FR Doc.72-9434 Filed 6-21-72;8:50 amJ 


STAUFFER CHEMICAL CO. 

Notice of Filing of Petition Regarding 
Pesticide Chemical 

Pursuant to provisions of the Federal 
Food. Drug, and Cosmetic Act (sec. 408 
(d)(1), 68 Stat. 512; 21 U.S.C. 346a(d) 
(1)), notice is given that a petition (PP 
2F1273) has been filed by Stauffer 
Chemical Co., 1200 South 47th Street, 
Richmond, CA 94804 proposing establish¬ 
ment of an exemption from the require¬ 
ment of a tolerance (40 CFR Part 180) 
for residues of NJV-diallyl dichloroacet- 
amlde when used as an inert ingredient 
in pesticide formulations applied to 
growing crops only. 

The analytical method proposed in the 
petition for determining residues of the 
pesticide chemical is a gas-liquid 
chromatographic method with a con¬ 
ductivity detector operated in the 
nitrogen-specific mode. 

Dated: June 14,1972. 

William M. Upholt, 
Deputy Assistant Administrator 
for Pesticides Programs. 

[FR Doc.72-9435 Filed 6-21-72:8:51 ami 

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

[Report 6011 

COMMON CARRIER SERVICES 
INFORMATION 1 

Domestic Public Radio Services 

Applications Accepted for Filing 2 

June 19,1972. 

Pursuant to §§ 1.227(b) (3) and 21.30 
(b) of the Commission's rules, an appli¬ 
cation, in order to be considered with any 
domestic public radio services applica¬ 
tion appearing on the attached list, must 
be substantially complete and tendered 
for filing by whichever date is earlier: 
(a) The close of business 1 business 


1 All applications listed in the appendix 
are subject to further consideration and re¬ 
view and may be returned and/or dismissed 
If not found to be In accordance with the 
Commission's rules, regulations, and other 
requirements. 

* The above alternative cut-off rules apply 
to those applications listed In the appendix 
as having been accepted In Domestic Public 
Land Mobile Radio, Rural Radio, Point-to- 

Point Microwave Radio and Local Television 
Transmission Services (Part 21 of the Rules). 


No. 121. 
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POINT-TO-POINT MICROWAVE RADIO SERVICE! MAJOR AMENDMENTS-Continued 

6721- C1—P-71—Same (New), proposed station at Fifth Avenue at 34th Street, Empire State 
Building, New York, latitude 40*44'54" N.. longitude TSWIO" W. Correct frequencies to 
11,225V on azimuth 11°30' to passive repeater and on azimuth 343° 16' toward Station 
ABC; to 11.385H on azimuth 350°24' toward Station CBS; to 11.625H on azimuth 23° 13' 
toward Station NBC, 

6722- C1-P-71—Same (New), proposed station at 57 West 56th Street, NY at latitude 40°- 
46'23" N„ longitude 73*58'48" W. Correct frequency to 10,855V on azimuth 163*16' to 
passive repeater and on azimuth 191*31' to Empire State Building, New York. 

6723- C1-P-71—Same (New), proposed station at 30 Rockefeller Plaza, NY, at latitude 
40 c 45'31" N„ longitude 73*68'49" W. Correct frequency to 10,995V on azimuth 203° 13' 
toward Empire State Building, New York. 

6724- C1—P-71—Same (New), proposed station at 524 West 57th Street, New York, NY, at 
latitude 40*46'11" N„ longitude 73*69'27" W. Correct frequency to 1115H on azimuth 
170°24' toward Empire State Building, New York. 

[FR Doc.72-9424 Filed 6-21-72;8:50 am) 


(Docket No. 19519; FCC 72-503] 

WESTERN COMMUNICATIONS, INC. 

(KORK-TV) 

Order Designating Application for 
Hearing on Stated Issues 

In regard application of Western Com¬ 
munications, Inc. (KORK-TV), Las 
Vegas, Nev., Docket No. 19519, File No. 
BRCT-327; for renewal of license. 

1. Now under consideration are: (a) 
The captioned application; <b) the Com¬ 
mission's inquiry into the operation of 
Station KORK-TV; and (c) a “Settle¬ 
ment Agreement" and related materials 
filed March 9, 1972, by Western Commu¬ 
nication, Inc. (Western), and by Las 
Vegas Valley Broadcasting Co. (Valley). 

2. Valley has filed an application 
(BPCT-4465) for a construction permit 
for a new commercial television broad¬ 
cast station to operate on Channel 3, 
Las Vegas, Nev., which is mutually exclu¬ 
sive with the KORK-TV renewal appli¬ 
cation. However, Western and Valley 
have filed an agreement looking toward 
a merger of the two companies. The 
agreement provides that Valley will dis¬ 
miss its application for a new station 
upon Commission approval of: (a) The 
KORK-TV renewal application; (b) the 
merger agreement; and (c) the appli¬ 
cation assigning the license of KORK- 
TV to Western Valley Television, Inc., a 
new corporation in which Valley and 
Western have half interests. 1 In view of 
that agreement, Valley and Western have 
requested that action be deferred on their 
mutually exclusive applications to per¬ 
mit time to accomplish the proposed 
merger. 

3. We do not believe that the public 
interest would be served by an indefinite 
delay in the hearing ordered herein. Ac¬ 
cordingly, the request of Valley and 
Western for deferred action will be 
denied, insofar as it pertains to Western's 
application. 

4. The merger agreement between Val¬ 
ley and Western provides that either 
party may terminate the agreement if 
any application covered by the agreement 
is designated for hearing. If the agree¬ 
ment is terminated by either party, and 
if Valley indicates in writing that it 


1 The assignment application was tendered 
for filing on June 1, 1972. 


wishes to prosecute its application 
through the hearing, a subsequent order 
will be issued designating that applica¬ 
tion for hearing for comparative con¬ 
sideration with KORK-TV's renewal ap¬ 
plication. If, on the other hand, we re¬ 
ceive no written statement from Valley 
indicating it desires to prosecute its ap¬ 
plication through the hearing, we shall 
proceed with the hearing ordered herein: 
Provided, That if it is found that KORK- 
TV's license should otherwise be renewed, 
the renewal application will be returned 
to the processing line. The merits of the 
merger agreement and the assignment 
application will have to be considered at 
an appropriate time. 

5. Information before us raises serious 
questions as to whether Western pos¬ 
sesses the qualifications to be or to re¬ 
main a licensee of Station KORK-TV. 
In view of these questions, w r e are unable 
to find that a grant of the application 
would serve the public interest, conven¬ 
ience and necessity, and must, therefore, 
designate the application for hearing. 

6. Accordingly, it is ordered, That the 
captioned application is designated for 
hearing at a time and place specified in a 
subsequent order, pursuant to section 
309(e) of the Communications Act of 
1934, as amended, upon the following 
issues: 

(a) To determine whether the licensee 
engaged in fraudulent billing practices 
in violation of § 73.1205 of the Com¬ 
mission’s rules and regulations, by certi¬ 
fying to the National Broadcasting Co. 
in certain documents that the licensee 
broadcast certain network programs in 
their entirety, including commercial con¬ 
tent, whereas the licensee had deleted 
certain network commercial advertise¬ 
ments in the programs certified as having 
been broadcast in their entirety; 

(b) To determine whether in the 
course of the Commission’s inquiry the 
licensee made misrepresentations to the 
Commission or was lacking in candor re¬ 
garding its policies or practices in join¬ 
ing network programs after their begin¬ 
ning, leaving network programs before 
their end or extending network station 
or commercial breaks so as to affect the 
content of network programs. 

(c) To determine, in light of the evi¬ 
dence adduced under the preceding is¬ 
sues, whether a grant of the application 
would serve the public interest, conven¬ 
ience and necessity. 


7. It is further ordered, That if the ap¬ 
plication (BPCT-4465) of Las Vegas Val¬ 
ley Broadcasting Co. is not consolidated 
in this proceeding, and if the applica¬ 
tion (BRCT-327) for renewal of license 
of Station KORK-TV would be grantable 
but for the pendency of BPCT-4465, the 
renewal application (BRCT-327) shall be 
returned to the processing line. 

8. It is further ordered , That the Chief 
of the Broadcast Bureau shall serve up¬ 
on Western Communications, Inc., a bill 
of particulars regarding the matters 
raised in Issues (a) and (b) above, with¬ 
in thirty (30) days from the release of 
tliis order. 

9. It is further ordered , That the 
Broadcast Bureau proceed with the ini¬ 
tial presentation of the evidence with re¬ 
spect to Issues (a) and (b), and the ap¬ 
plicant then proceed with its evidence 
and have the burden of establishing that 
it possesses the requisite qualifications 
to be and to remain a licensee of the 
Commission and that a grant of the ap¬ 
plication would serve the public inter¬ 
est, convenience and necessity. 

10. It is further ordered, That the re¬ 
quest for deferred action on the applica¬ 
tion of Western Communications, Inc., is 
denied. 

11. It is further ordered, That to avail 
itself of the opportunity to be heard, the 
applicant, pursuant to § 1.221(c) of the 
Commission’s rules, in person or by at¬ 
torney, shall, within twenty (20) days of 
the receipt of this order, file with the 
Commission, in triplicate, a written ap¬ 
pearance stating an intention to appear 
on the date fixed for hearing and present 
evidence on the issues specified in this 
order. 

12. It is further ordered. That the ap¬ 
plicant herein, pursuant to section 311 
(a) (2) of the Communications Act of 
1934, as amended, and § 1.594 of the Com¬ 
mission’s rules, shall give notice of the 
hearing within the time and in the man¬ 
ner prescribed in such rule and shall 
advise the Commission thereof as re¬ 
quired by § 1.594 of the rules. 

Adopted: June 9, 1972. 

Released: June 12,1972. 

(seal) Federal Communications 
Commission,* 

Ben F. Waple, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc.72-9425 Filed 6-21-72;8:50 ami 


FEDERAL MARITIME COMMISSION 


[Docket No. 72-24 J 

CANAVERAL PORT AUTHORITY AND 
ELLER AND CO. 


Order of Investigation 

The Commission has been requested ^ 
exempt from the requirements of sec 


* Statement concurring and L* 

part of Commissioner Johnson fll vv r 
of the original document. Commissioner** 
dissenting. 
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15 of the Shipping Act, 1916 (Act) Agree¬ 
ment No. T-2598 (Agreement). The 
parties to the Agreement are Canaveral 
Port Authority (C.P.A.) and Eller & Co. 
(Eller). By its terms, the Agreement, ex¬ 
ecuted December 8, 1971, grants to Eller 
“an exclusive franchise” for: 

1 . ) Handling, loading or unloading of cargo 
between point of rest in open or ground 
storage on the unleased property of • • • 
(CPAJ either Into the warehouse facilities of 
• • • lCPAJ or onto railroad cars, trucks, 
lighters or barges or any other means of con¬ 
veyance to or from the terminal facilities of 
ICPAJ; 

2. ) Handling, loading or unloading cargo 
from a point of rest in the warehouse facili¬ 
ties of (CPAJ to the next point of rest for 
such cargo. 


The agreement was noticed in the 
Federal Register on March 15, 1972, and 
Luckenbach Steamship Co., Inc. (Luck- 
enbach), on behalf of its stevedoring di¬ 
vision, Shaw Co. (Shaw), filed a 
protest. In its protest, Luckenbach, inter 
alia, claimed that CJP.A. and Eller were 
acting pursuant to an unwritten agree¬ 
ment for some time prior to Decem¬ 
ber 8, 1972, when Agreement No. T-2598 
was executed. Luckenbach further al¬ 
leges that the agreement creates a steve¬ 
doring monopoly in Eller, in that Eller 
may offer complete stevedoring services 
whereas Shaw cannot; that it is detri¬ 
mental to Shaw, in that Shaw loses cer¬ 
tain revenue it could otherwise earn but 
for the agreement; that It is contrary 
to the public interest in that it creates 
a monopoly; that it violates section 16, 
First, of the Act by granting a prefer¬ 
ence to Eller to the prejudice and dis¬ 
advantage of other stevedores wishing to 
offer complete services at Port Canav¬ 
eral; and that it violates section 17 of 
the Act by preventing the vessel from 
exercising its choice of stevedores ac¬ 
cording to established custom in the 
trade. 


For these reasons, Luckenbach re- 
wwu : A faring to determine 

whether the agreement should be ap¬ 
proved; (2) an order suspending the 
agreement to allow competition among 
rJJ * s teyedores for the work performed 
soieiy by Eller pursuant to the agree- 
ment; and (3) the institution of a 
feeding to impose the $ 1,000/diem 
penalty provided for in section 15 for 
violations thereof. 

^ w &s informed by the Commis- 
arv^oi B l l y ,eau °* Compliance on Janu- 
i2L 31, and again on February 22, 
Y :‘z . af te f reconsideration at C.P.A.’s 
tn t « the agreement was subject 
mpnf^? n 15 ’ C * P * A * fil ed the agree- 
197? exemption on February 29, 
next regularly scheduled 
aurp^’ F* P * A * suspended the written 
and rev erted to the arrange- 
bv Preceded its execution, where- 

nermic«!f r 8i ve n “non-exclusive 

of C P A° n to operate warehouses 

been ar l ng that the Commission has 
from t^ UeSted to exem Pt ^e agreement 
that th* requirem ents of section 15, and 
tion sn aff re u ment may affect competi- 
meree JpM 0 *2 detrimental to the com- 
f the United States or otherwise 


in contravention of the statutory re¬ 
quirements of section 15 of the Shipping 
Act, 1916, and in order that a record 
may be developed upon which the Com¬ 
mission may determine whether to ap¬ 
prove, disapprove, modify, or exempt 
the agreement; 

Now therefore it is ordered, That pur¬ 
suant to sections 15 and 22 of the Ship¬ 
ping Act, 1916, an investigation be and 
hereby is instituted to determine 
whether Agreement T-2598 is a true and 
complete copy of the understanding or 
arrangements between the parties; 

It is further ordered, That the investi¬ 
gation determine whether the parties 
have in any manner, entered into and/or 
implemented an agreement or agree¬ 
ments, understandings, and/or arrange¬ 
ments without filing the agreement with 
the Commission for approval in viola¬ 
tion of section 15, Shipping Act, 1916; 

It is further ordered. That the investi¬ 
gation determine whether the agreement 
may be unjustly discriminatory or un¬ 
fair as between carriers, or may operate 
to the detriment of the commerce of 
the United States, or may be contrary to 
the public interest in violation of the 
standards of section 15; whether the 
agreement, as constituted, or the nonex¬ 
clusive arrangement with Eller grants 
an undue or unreasonable preference or 
advantage to Eller, or subjects Shaw to 
any undue or unreasonable prejudice or 
disadvantage in violation of section 16 
First; whether C.P.A., through the agree¬ 
ment, or the nonexclusive arrangement 
with Eller lias established, observed, and 
enforced unjust and unreasonable reg¬ 
ulations and practices relating to or con¬ 
nected with the receiving, handling, 
storing, or delivering of property in vio¬ 
lation of section 17; and whether Agree¬ 
ment T-2598 should be approved, dis¬ 
approved, or modified pursuant to sec¬ 
tion 15; 

It is further ordered, That the investi¬ 
gation determined whether, if Agreement 
T-2598 is subject to the Act. it should 
be exempt pursuant to section 35 of the 
Act as requested by C.P.A.; 

It is further ordered, That C.P.A. and 
Eller be made respondents, and that 
Luckenbach be made petitioner in this 
proceeding; 

It is further ordered. That this matter 
be assigned for public hearing before an 
examiner of the Commission’s Office of 
Healing Examiners and that the hear¬ 
ing be held at a date and place to be 
determined and announced by the Hear¬ 
ing Examiner; 

It is further ordered. That notice of 
this order be published in the Federal 
Register and that a copy thereof and 
notice of hearing be served upon respond¬ 
ents and petitioners; 

It is further ordered. That any per¬ 
son, other than respondents, petitioners, 
and the Commission’s Bureau of Hearing 
Counsel, who desires to become a party 
to this proceeding and participate 
therein, shall file a petition to intervene 
with the Secretary, Federal Maritime 
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20573, 
with copies to all parties. 


And it is further ordered. That all fu¬ 
ture notices issued by or on behalf of 
the Commission in this proceeding, in¬ 
cluding notice of time and place of hear¬ 
ing or prehearing conference, shall be 
mailed directly to all parties of record. 

By this Commission. 

[seal] Francis C. Hurney, 

Secretary. 

JFR Doc.72-9461 Filed 6-21~72;8:52 amj 


DEN NORSKE AMERIKALINJE A/S 
Order of Revocation 

Certificate of financial responsibility 
for indemnification of passengers for 
nonperformance of transportation No. 
P-19 and certificate of financial respon¬ 
sibility to meet liability incurred for 
death or injury to passengers or other 
persons on voyages No. C-1,026. 

Whereas. Den norske Amerikalinje 
A/S, c/o Norwegian America Line, 29 
Broadway, New York, NY 10006 (Nor¬ 
wegian America Line), has ceased to 
operate the passenger vessel Oslofjord. 

It is ordered, That certificate (Per¬ 
formance) No. P-19 and certificate (Cas¬ 
ualty) No. C-1,026 covering the Osfo- 
fjord be and are hereby revoked effective 
June 7, 1972. 

It is further ordered, That a copy of 
this order be published in the Federal 
Register and served on the certlficant. 

By the Commission. 

Francis C. Hurney, 
Secretary. 

[FR Doc.72-9450 Filed 6-21-72:8:52 amj 


[Docket No. 72-25 J 

SEA-LAND SERVICE, INC. AND 
SEATRAIN LINES, INC. 

Order To Show Cause Regarding Dis¬ 
criminatory Assessment of Wharf¬ 
age Charges at Port of Baltimore 

Sea-Land Service. Inc. (Sea-Land) 
and Seatrain Lines, Inc. (Seatrain) are 
common carriers by water in the domes¬ 
tic offshore and foreign commerce of the 
United States, offering service at various 
ports on the east coas* of the United 
States, including Baltimore. 

Sea-Land publishes a “top wharfage 
charge” in its Terminal Tariff No. 1-A, 
FMC-T No. 3, page 23, item No. 350, and 
in its Domestic Freight Tariff No. 158, 
FMC-F No. 21, page 36, item no. 730. 
Seatrain publishes a “reception and 
handling charge” or “delivery and 
handling charge” in its Homeward 
Freight Tariff No. 3. FMC-F No. 3, 
page 4, notes 5, 6, and 7, and in its Out¬ 
ward Freight Tariff No. 1, FMC-F No. 1, 
page 6, notes 5, 6, and 7. These charges 
apply only at Baltimore and are nothing 
more nor less than wharfage charges— 
i.e., charges for the privilege of cargo 
movement across the piers. 

Sea-Land and Seatrain make geo¬ 
graphical or trade distinctions in assess¬ 
ing these wharfage charges. Sea-Land 
assesses them against cargo moving in 
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certain domestic offshore and foreign 
trades but not against cargo moving to 
or from the European Continent, Scan¬ 
dinavia, the United Kingdom, or Eire, 
while Seatrain assesses them against 
cargo moving in certain domestic off¬ 
shore trades but not against cargo mov¬ 
ing in any of the foreign trades that it 
serves. Yet, obviously, cargo moving in 
all of these trades is accorded the 
privilege of movement across the piers. 
It appeal's that under the attending cir¬ 
cumstances this method of assessing 
wharfage charges constitutes an un¬ 
reasonable preference in favor of those 
trades (and cargo moving therein) which 
are exempted from these wharfage 
charges and an unreasonable prejudice 
against those trades (and cargo moving 
therein) which are subject to the assess¬ 
ment of these wharfage charges in viola¬ 
tion of section 16, First, of the Shipping 
Act, 1916. This method of assessing 
wharfage charges also appears to con¬ 
stitute an unreasonable preference in 
favor of shippers of cargo in those trades 
which are exempted from these wharfage 
charges and an unreasonable prejudice 
against shippers of cargo in those trades 
which are subject to the assessment of 
these wharfage charges, and also appears 
to be unjustly discriminatory as between 
such shippers in violation of sections 16, 
First, and 17 of the Shipping Act, 1916. 

Sea-Land and Seatrain assess these 
wharfage charges against cargo whose 
inland movement to or from the pier is 
not in railroad car service, while making 
no such assessment against cargo whose 
inland movement to or from the pier is 
in railroad car service. Yet, obviously, 
both classes of cargo are afforded the 
privilege of movement across the piers. 
It appears that under the attending cir¬ 
cumstances this method of assessing 
wharfage charges constitutes an un¬ 
reasonable preference in favor of cargo 
whose inland movement is in railroad car 
service and an unreasonable prejudice 
against cargo whose inland movement 
is not in railroad car service in violation 
of section 16. First, of the Shipping Act, 
1916. This method of assessing wharfage 
charges also appears to constitute an un¬ 
reasonable preference in favor of shippers 
who route their cargo by inland move¬ 
ment in railroad car service and an un¬ 
reasonable prejudice against shippers 
who route their cargo by inland move¬ 
ment not in railroad car service, and also 
appears to be unjustly discriminatory as 
between such shippers in violation of sec¬ 
tions 16, First, and 17 of the Shipping 
Act, 1916. 

Finally, preservation of these wharf¬ 
age charges at Baltimore is remnant of a 
rate structure first instituted by rail¬ 
roads at a time when most of the pier fa¬ 
cilities in Baltimore were railroad owned. 
At that time, for competitive reasons, 
nonrailroad owned pier facilities were 
forced to adopt the rate structure which 
had been established by railroad owned 
pier facilities. Now that railroad owned 
pier facilities are no longer a factor at 
Baltimore, there are no longer any com¬ 
petitive reasons for the continuation of 
such a rate structure. It appears that 


preservation of these wharfage charges 
under the attending circumstances con¬ 
stitutes an unreasonable regulation or 
practice relating to the receiving, han¬ 
dling, or delivering of property in viola¬ 
tion of section 17 of the Shipping Act, 
1916. 

Therefore , it is ordered , That, pur¬ 
suant to section 22 of the Shipping Act, 
1916, Sea-Land and Seatrain are named 
respondents and are directed to show 
cause why the Commission should not 
find their above described tariff matter 
in violation of sections 16, First, and 17 
of the Shipping Act. 1916, and why the 
Commission should not order such tariff 
matter cancelled. 

It is further ordered , That this pro¬ 
ceeding is limited to the submission of 
affidavits and memoranda of law, re¬ 
plies, and oral argument if requested and 
or deemed necessary by the Commission. 
Should any party feel that an evidenti¬ 
ary hearing is required, that party mast 
accompany any request for such hearing 
with a statement setting forth in detail 
the facts to be proven, their relevance to 
the issues in this proceeding, and why 
such proof cannot be submitted through 
affidavit. Requests for hearing shall be 
filed on or before July 19, 1972. Affidavits 
of fact and memoranda of law shall be 
filed by respondents and served upon all 
parties no later than the close of busi¬ 
ness July 19, 1972. Reply affidavits and 
memoranda shall be filed by the Com¬ 
mission’s Bureau of Hearing Counsel 
and intervenors, if any, no later than 
close of business August 9, 1972. 

It is further ordered , That a notice of 
this order be published in the Federal 
Register and that a copy thereof be 
served upon respondents. 

It is further ordered, That persons 
other than those already party to this 
proceeding who desire to become par¬ 
ties to this proceeding and to participate 
therein shall file a petition to intervene 
pursuant to Rule 5(1) of the Commis¬ 
sion’ s ru les of practice and procedure 
(46 CFR 502.72) no later than close of 
business June 30, 1972. 

It is further ordered , That all docu¬ 
ments submitted by any party of record 
in this proceeding shall be directed to the 
Secretary, Federal Maritime Commis¬ 
sion, Washington, D.C. 20573 in an orig¬ 
inal and 15 copies as well as being 
mailed directly to all parties of record. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Francis C. Hurney, 

Secretary. 

(FR Doc.72-9449 Filed 6-21-72;8:52 am] 


FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION 

(Docket No. RP72-141] 

ALGONQUIN GAS TRANSMISSION CO. 

Notice of Proposed Changes in Rates 
and Charges 

June 15.1972. 

Take notice that Algonquin Gas Trans¬ 
mission Co. (Algonquin) on June 8. 1972, 


tendered for filing proposed changes in 
its FPC Gas Tariff, Original Volume Nos. 
1 and 2. 1 The proposed rate changes 
would increase Algonquin’s revenues 
from jurisdictional sales and services by 
$7,781,901 based on sales volumes [or 
the 12-month period ended April 30,1972. 
The proposed effective date for the fore¬ 
going tariff sheets is July 14, 1972. Al¬ 
gonquin requests the Commission to 
waive compliance with those parts of its 
rules and regulations to place the pro¬ 
posed increase rates in effect. 

Algonquin states that the proposed 
rate increases are designed to only re¬ 
coup an increase in purchased gas costs 
Such increase in the cost of purchased 
gas results from the rate increase filed 
by Algonquin’s sole supplier, Texas East¬ 
ern Transmission Corp. (Texas Eastern) 
on January 14,1972, in Docket No. RP72- 
98, proposed to become effective Feb¬ 
ruary 13, 1972. Such rates were subse¬ 
quently suspended until July 14,1972, by 
Commission order issued February 11, 
1972. 

Copies of this filing were served on Al¬ 
gonquin’s jurisdictional customers and 
interested State commissions. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said application should file a peti¬ 
tion to intervene or protest with the Fed¬ 
eral Power Commission, 441 G Street 
NW., Washington, DC 20426, in accord¬ 
ance with 5§ 1.8 and 1.10 of the Commis¬ 
sion’s rules of practice and procedure (18 
CFR 1.8, 1.10). All such petitions or pro¬ 
tests should be filed on or before June 30. 
1972. Protests will be considered by tbe 
Commission in determining the appro¬ 
priate action to be taken, but will not 
serve to make protestants parties to the 
proceeding. Any person wishing to be¬ 
come a party must file a petition to in¬ 
tervene. The application is on file wit* 1 
the Commission and available for public 
inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb. 

Secretary . 

(FR Doc.72-9390 Filed 6-21-72;8:46 ami 


(Docket No. CP72-267] 

COLORADO INTERSTATE GAS CO 
AND COLORADO INTERSTATE CORP 


Notice of Applieotion 

June 14 , 1972 . 

Take notice that on May 22, 1972, Colo 
rado Interstate Gas Co., a dMsi° n 
Colorado Interstate Corp. ‘Applicant. 
Post Office Box 1087, Colorado Spnn^ 
r»/—t ononi 4 m TVvrkpt No. C 


Original Volume No. 1: „ h „ N<* 

ljcth Substitute 27th Revised Sheets 
0 , and 14. g 

ubstitute Sixth Revised Sheet No. . 
ubstitute Seventh Revised Sheet N • A 
ubstitute First Revised Sheets Nos. 

115—K.l. j erheets N®® - 

lxth Substitute 28th Revised Sheet 

A and 12. . . No 

ourth Subetltute 23rd Revised S 

ubstitute Fourth Revised Sheet No 
original Volume No. 2: No. & 7, 

lixth Substitute 25th Revised Sheet 
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budget-type application pursuant to sec¬ 
tion 7ic) of the Natural Gas Act, as im¬ 
plemented by § 157.7(c) of the regula¬ 
tions under said Act, for a certificate of 
public convenience and necessity au¬ 
thorizing the construction, during the 
12-month period commencing July 22, 
1972, and operation of certain natural 
gas sales and transportation facilities to 
enable the Applicant to rearrange de¬ 
liveries to existing customers in order to 
provide operational flexibility and con¬ 
venience, all as more fully set forth in 
the application which is on file with the 
Commission and open to public inspec¬ 
tion. 

Applicant states that it proposes to 
construct up to 10 new meter stations and 
mainline lateral taps for existing cus¬ 
tomers and to make up to three facility 
relocations for highway construction. Ap¬ 
plicant asserts that it contemplates no 
miscellaneous gas facilities at this time 
but is requesting this authority for proj¬ 
ects which may develop. 

Applicant states that total cost of the 
facilities proposed is not to exceed $100,- 
000, with the cost of any single delivery 
point not to exceed $20,000 and the cost 
of any single miscellaneous rearrange¬ 


ment not to exceed $75,000. Applicant 
indicates that the proposed facilities will 
be financed from current working funds 
on hand, funds from operations, short¬ 
term borrowings or long-term financing. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
application should on or before July 7, 
1072, file with the Federal Power Com¬ 
mission, Washington, D.C. 20426, a peti¬ 
tion to intervene or a protest in accord¬ 
ance with the requirements of the Com¬ 
mission’s rules of practice and procedure 
<18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) and the regulations 
mider the Natural Gas Act (18 CFR 
157.10). All protests filed with the Com- 
Jmssion will be considered by it in deter¬ 
mining the appropriate action to be 
«Jken but will not serve to make the pro- 
wstants parties to the proceeding. Any 
Person wishing to become a party to a 
proceeding or to participate as a party 
n any hearing therein must file a peti- 
nUU , ir ?tervene in accordance with the 
commission's rules. 

n °tice that, pursant to 
fh! SS*? 1 ** stained in and subject to 
jurisdiction conferred upon the Fed¬ 
eral Power Commission by sections 7 and 
*5 of the Natural Gas Act and the Com- 
ission’s rules of practice and procedure, 
earing will be held without further 
ce before the Commission on this ap- 
cation if no petition to intervene is 
th e wlthi n the time required herein, if 
* e Commission on its own review of the 
a er finds that a grant of the certifl- 
il n € LS re<lu * re< * by the public conven- 
leav 6 f &nC * necessit y- ** a petition for 
th* n intervene ^ timely filed, or if 
liev C °5 mission on its own motion be- 
furn? that * formal hearing is required, 
duly l giv e n0tiCe °* SUCl1 bearing will be 

foi- Unde . r the procedur e herein provided 
■ unless otherwise advised, it will be 


unnecessary for Applicant to appear or 
be represented at the hearing. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary . 

(PR Doc.72-9391 Filed 6-21-72;8:46 am] 


(Docket No. E-7733( 

HOLYOKE WATER POWER CO. 

Notice of Proposed Changes In Rates 
and Charges 

June 15, 1972. 

Take notice that Holyoke Water Power 
Co. (HWP) on May 30,1972, tendered for 
filing proposed changes, consisting of 
Amendment No. 3 to Electric Service 
Agreement between HWP and City of 
Chicopee Municipal Lighting Plant 
(Chicopee) (dated December 1, 1964, as 
previously amended), HWP's FPC Rate 
Schedule No. 5. Chicopee has contracted 
to purchase portions of its electrical re¬ 
quirements from Vermont Yankee Nu¬ 
clear Power Corp. and from Maine 
Yankee Nuclear Power Corp. and will no 
longer be a total-requirements customer 
of HWP. There will be no change in the 
rate for those requirements provided 
directly by HWP, other than the addi¬ 
tion of a reactive demand charge for 
those services. The amendment tendered 
for filing has been executed to provide for 
other services, namely, back-up capacity, 
replacement energy, and subtransmission 
service (for which a reactive demand 
charge is also provided) for Chicopee's 
Vermont and Maine purchases. HWP re¬ 
quests that the proposed changes become 
effective simultaneously with the first 
commercial power production of Ver¬ 
mont Yankee or Maine Yankee Nuclear 
Power Corps., estimated to occur about 
July 1, 1972. 

The proposed rate schedule has been 
served upon Chicopee. 

Any person desiring to be heard or 
to protest said application should file a 
petition to intervene or protest with the 
Federal Power Commission, 441 G Street 
NW., Washington, DC 20426. in accord¬ 
ance with 8§1.8 and 1.10 of the Commis¬ 
sion's rules of practice and procedure (18 
CFR 1.8, 1.10). All such petitions or pro¬ 
tests should be filed on or before June 26, 
1972. Protests will be considered by the 
Commission in determining the appro¬ 
priate action to be taken, but will not 
serve to make protestants parties to the 
proceeding. Any person wishing to be¬ 
come a party must file a petition to in¬ 
tervene. Copies of this application are 
on file with the Commission and are 
available for public inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary . 

(FR Doc.72-9392 Filed 6-21-72;8:46 am| 


(Docket No. E-74711 

KANSAS GAS AND ELECTRIC CO. 
Notice of Supplemental Application 

June 15,1972. 

Take notice that by order issued 
April 22, 1969, and supplemented by or¬ 


ders dated December 24, 1969 and Feb¬ 
ruary 23. 1971, the Commission author¬ 
ized Kansas Gas and Electric Co. 
(Applicant) to issue promissory notes to 
banks and commercial paper to com¬ 
mercial paper dealers with final maturity 
dates not later than December 31, 1972, 
in an aggregate principal amount not 
to exceed $30 million. On May 30, 1972, 
Applicant filed a supplemental applica¬ 
tion seeking an increase in the maximum 
outstanding amount from $30 million to 
$35 million and an extension of the final 
maturity date from December 31, 1972 
to December 31, 1974. All other terms 
and conditions of the Commission's pre¬ 
vious orders to remain the same. 

Proceeds from the additional notes will 
be used by Applicant to provide greater 
flexibility in its financing program by 
making available additional working 
capital at a time of high interest costs 
on the bond market. 

Any person desiring to be heard or 
to make any protest with reference to 
said application should on or before 
June 26, 1972, file with the Federal 
Power Commission, Washington, D.C. 
20426, petitions to intervene or protests 
in accordance with the requirements of 
the Commission’s rules of practice and 
procedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10). All pro¬ 
tests filed with the Commission will be 
considered by it in determining the ap¬ 
propriate action to be taken but will not 
serve to make the protestants parties to 
the proceeding. Persons wishing to be¬ 
come parties to a proceeding or to par¬ 
ticipate as a party in any hearing therein 
must file petitions to intervene in ac¬ 
cordance with the Commission’s rules. 
The application is on file with the 
Commission and available for public 
inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary . 

(FR Doc.72-9393 Filed 6-21-72;8:46 am] 


(Docket No. E-7737] 

ORANGE AND ROCKLAND UTILITIES, 
INC. 

Notice of Proposed Changes in Rates 
and Charges 

June 15,1972. 

Take notice that Orange and Rock¬ 
land Utilities, Inc., on June 2, 1972, 
tendered for filing proposed changes in 
its contract with Rockland Electric 
Company (Rockland) and its agreement 
with Pike County Light and Power Com¬ 
pany (Pike). Both Rockland and Pike 
are wholly owned subsidiaries of Orange 
and Rockland Utilities, Inc. The pro¬ 
posed changes would increase revenues 
from jurisdictional sales and service to 
Rockland by $590,075 and to Pike by 
$8,770.40. The proposed rate change 
with respect to Rockland is described in 
the company's transmittal letter as 
follows: 

This letter agreement amends an out¬ 
standing contract between the parties pro¬ 
viding for the sale of power by Orange and 
Rockland to Its wholly owned subsidiary. 
Rockland Electric Co., on a cost of service 
basis. 
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The only change effected by the Instant 
letter agreement affects the pricing provi¬ 
sions of Orange and Rockland Utilities, Inc. 
Rate Schedule F.P.C. No. 21. by increasing 
the return on Investment in utility plant 
dedicated to the contract from 7Vi percent 
to 9 percent, and by similarly increasing the 
interest rate applicable to late payment of 
bills. No additional faculties are required 
with respect to the new contract. 

The charges under the contract are di¬ 
rectly related to Orange and Rockland's cost 
of service, and the only change being made 
is the Increase in the rate of return on 
investment. 

The proposed rate change with respect 
to Pike is described in the company’s 
transmittal letter as follows: 

The agreement amends an outstanding 
agreement between the parties providing 
for the sale of power by Orange and Rock¬ 
land Utilities, Inc. to its wholly owned sub¬ 
sidiary, Pike County Light and Power Co., 
on a cost of service basis. 

The agreement amends the pricing pro¬ 
visions of Orange and Rockland Utilities, 
Inc/s existing cost of service agreement 
with Pike County Light and Power Co. by 
increasing the rate of return on utUity plant 
dedicated to the contract from 7Vfe percent 
to 9 percent. The new rate of return is the 
same as that which Orange and Rockland 
Is requesting in a rate proceeding presently 
pending in New Jersey for service to Its re¬ 
tail customers. 

The charges under the contract are di¬ 
rectly related to Orange and Rockland 
Utilities, Inc. cost of service, and the only 
change is the Increase in the rate of return. 

Orange and Rockland Utilities, Inc. 
requests that the instant letter agree¬ 
ments be made effective August 1, 1972. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said applications should file a 
petition to intervene or protest with the 
Federal Power Commission. 441 G Street 
NW„ Washington, DC 20426, in accord¬ 
ance with §§1.8 and 1.10 of the Com¬ 
mission’s rules of practice and procedure 
(18 CFR 1.8, 1.10). All such petitions 
or protests should be filed on or before 
June 26, 1972. Protests will be con¬ 
sidered by the Commission in determin¬ 
ing the appropriate actions to be taken, 
but will not serve to make protestants 
parties to the proceeding. Any person 
wishing to become a party must file a 
petition to intervene. Copies of these 
applications are on file with the Com¬ 
mission and are available for public 
inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb. 

Secretary . 

|FR Doc.72-9394 Piled 6-21-72:8:47 am] 


SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON CO. 
Notice of Issuance of Annual License 

June 15, 1972. 

On June 16, 1969, Southern California 
Edison Co., Licensee for Lower Tule Proj¬ 
ect No. 372 located in Tulare County, 
Calif., on the middle Fork of Tule River, 
filed an application for a new license 
under section 15 of the Federal Power 
Act and Commission regulations there¬ 
under (§§ 16.1-16.6). Licensee also made 
supplemental filings pursuant to Com¬ 
mission Order No. 384 on February 9, 
1970. 


The license for Project No. 372 was 
issued effective December 31, 1941, for 
a period ending June 15, 1970. Since the 
original date of expiration the project 
has been under annual license. In order 
to authorize the continued operation of 
the project pursuant to section 15 of the 
Act pending Commission action thereon 
it is appropriate and in the public inter¬ 
est to issue an annual license to Southern 
California Edison Co. for continued op¬ 
eration and maintenance of Project No. 
372. 

Take notice that an annual license is 
issued to Southern California Edison Co. 
(Licensee) under section 15 of the Fed¬ 
eral Power Act for the period June 16, 
1972, to June 15, 1973, or until Federal 
takeover or the issuance of a new license 
for the project, whichever comes first, for 
the continued operation and mainte¬ 
nance of the Lower Tule Project No. 372, 
subject to the terms and conditions of its 
license. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary . 

IFR Doc.72-9395 Filed 6-21-72;8:47 am] 


FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM 

FIRST BANC GROUP OF OHIO, INC. 

Acquisition of Banks 

First Banc Group of Ohio, Inc., Colum¬ 
bus, Ohio, has applied, in two separate 
applications as set forth below, for the 
Board’s approval under section 3(a)(3) 
of the Bank Holding Company Act (12 
U.S.C. 1842(a)(3)): 

(1) To acquire 100 percent of the vot¬ 
ing shares (less directors’ qualifying 
shares) of the First National Bank and 
Trust Company of Ravenna, Ravenna, 
Ohio; and 

(2) To acquire 100 percent of the vot¬ 
ing shares (less directors’ qualifying 
shares) of the Liberty National Bank, 
Fremont, Ohio. 

The factors that are considered in acting 
on the applications are set forth in sec¬ 
tion 3(C) of the Act (12 U.S.C. 1842(c)). 

The applications may be inspected at 
the office of the Board of Governors or 
at the Federal Reserve Bank of Cleve¬ 
land. Any person wishing to comment on 
the applications should submit his views 
in writing to the Secretary, Board of 
Governors of the Federal Reserve Sys¬ 
tem, Washington, D.C. 20551, to be re- 
ceived not later than July 10, 1972. 

Board of Governors of the Federal Re¬ 
serve System, June 16,1972. 

[seal] Michael A. Greenspan, 

Assistant Secretary. 

(FR Doc.72-9373 Filed 6-21-72;8:45 am] 


VIRGINIA COMMONWEALTH 
BANKSHARES, INC. 

Acquisition of Bank 

Virginia Commonwealth Banksliares, 
Inc., Richmond, Va., has applied for the 
Board’s approval under section 3(a) (3) 
of the Bank Holding Company Act (12 


U.S.C. 1842(a)(3)) to acquire 100 per¬ 
cent of the voting shares of Bank of Vir¬ 
ginia-Eastern Shore, Onancock, Va., the 
successor by merger to The First Na¬ 
tional Bank in Onancock, Onancock, Va. 
The factors that are considered in acting 
on the application are set forth in section 
3(c) of the Act (12 U.S.C. 1842(c)). 

The application may be inspected at 
the office of the Board of Governors or at 
the Federal Reserve Bank of Richmond. 
Any person wishing to comment on the 
application should submit his views in 
writing to the Secretary. Board of Gov¬ 
ernors of the Federal Reserve System. 
Washington, D.C. 20551. to be received 
not later than July 7,1972. 

Board of Governors of the Federal Re¬ 
serve System, June 14, 1972. 

Tseal] Michael A. Greenspan, 
Assistant Secretary. 

(FR Doc.72-9372 Filed 6-21-72;8:45 am] 


OFFICE OF EMERGENCY 
PREPAREDNESS 

MICHIGAN 

Amendment to Notice of Mojor 
Disaster 

Notice of Major Disaster for the State 
of Michigan, dated April 5, 
published April 11. 1972 (37 F.R. 7184>. 
and amended May 11, 1972, and pub- 
lished May 18, 1972 (37 F.R. 1 ? 020) ;Jf 
hereby further amended to include the 
following county among those counties 
determined to have been adversely Ri* 
fected by the catastrophe declared * 
major disaster by the President in n 
declaration of April 5, 1972: 

The county of: 

Clinton. 

Dated: June 19, 1972. 

G. A. Lincoln. 

Director , 

Office of Emergency Preparedness , 
(FR Doc.72-9413 Filed 6-21-72:8:49 am] 


WASHINGTON 

Amendment to Notice of Major 
Disaster 

Notice of Major Disaster for U* 

’ Washington, dated June 10 * 19 , . g) 
iblished June 15, 1972 (37 FR- ' 
hereby amended to include the 
g counties in addition to the county 
jtermined to have been adverse > 

ttted by the catastrophe declared 

tajor disaster by the President m 
2 claration of June 10, 1972: 

The counties of: 

lie! an Douglas 

Dated: June 19, 1972. 

G. A. Lincoln, 

Director. 

Office oi Emergency preparedn?- 5 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 37 , NO. 121—THURSDAY, JUNE 22, 1972 








NOTICES 


12351 


SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

[70-52141 

CONNECTICUT LIGHT AND POWER 
CO. 

Notice of Proposed Issue and Sale of 
First and Refunding Mortgage 
Bonds at Competitive Bidding 

June 16.1972. 

Notice is hereby given that the Con¬ 
necticut Light and Power Co. (CL&P), 
Selden Street, Berlin, CT 06037, a public- 
utility subsidiary company of Northeast 
Utilities, a registered holding company, 
has filed an application with this Com¬ 
mission pursuant to the Public Utility 
Holding Company Act of 1935 (Act), des¬ 
ignating section 6(b) of the Act and Rule 
50 promulgated thereunder as applicable 
to the following proposed transaction. 
All interested persons are referred to the 
application, which is summarized below, 
for a complete statement of the proposed 
transaction. 

CL&P proposes to issue and sell, sub¬ 
ject to the competitive bidding require¬ 
ments of Rule 50 under the Act, $50 
million principal amount of_per¬ 

cent of First and Refunding Mortgage 
Bonds, Series Y, due August 1, 2002. The 
interest rate (which shall be a multiple of 
one-eighth of 1 percent) and the price, 
exclusive of accrued interest, to be paid 
to CL&P (which shall be not less than 
99 percent nor more than 102% percent 
of the principal amount thereof) will be 
determined by the competitive bidding. 
The bonds will be issued under the In¬ 
denture of Mortgage and Deed of Trust 
dated May 1, 1921. between CL&P and 
Bankers Trust Co.. Trustee, as heretofore 
supplemented and amended and as to be 
further supplemented by a Supplemental 
io?o nture ^ dated as of August 1, 
1972 and which contains a prohibition 
fmtu August 1, 1977, against refunding 
me issue with the proceeds of funds bor- 
r °wed at a lower effective interest cost. 

# net proceeds from the issue and 
sale of the bonds w T ill be used to repay 
r.i POr j on °* s hort-term borrowings in- 
“1 financing in part CL&P's con- 
Avn V on Program; such borrowings are 
# to aggregate $60 million at the 
tS® of the proposed bond sale. CL&P’s 
i instruction program (estimated at 
will require an additional 
pTjto^ 10n of external financing which 
i^tompiates will be obtained tern¬ 
ary through S hort-term borrowings 
Inna subse Quently, through additional 
ri ? financing, the amount and 
J-Jt? o* which have not been deter- 
to ♦hi’ St f ch ad< fitional financings will, 
of tnu ex tont necessary, be the subject 
ture filings with the Commission. 

and expenses incident to the 
am^ ed transaction will be filed by 
Uc no ' rhe filing states that the 

the sale °* tlle b °nds is subject to 
pproval of the Connecticut Public 


Utilities Commission, and indicates that 
no other State commission and no Fed¬ 
eral commission, other than this Com¬ 
mission, has jurisdiction over the 
proposed transaction. 

Notice is further given that any inter¬ 
ested person may, not later than July 11, 
1972, request in writing that a hearing be 
held on such matter, stating the nature 
of liis interest, the reasons for such re¬ 
quest, and the issues of fact or law raised 
by said application which he desires to 
controvert; or he may request that he be 
notified if the Commission should order 
a hearing thereon. Any such request 
should be addressed: Secretary, Securi¬ 
ties and Exchange Commission, Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. 20549. A copy of such re¬ 
quest should be served personally or by 
mail (airmail if the person being served 
is located more than 500 miles from the 
point of mailing) upon the applicant 
at the above-stated address, and proof 
of service (by affidavit or, in case of an 
attorney at law, by certificate) should 
be filed with the request. At any time 
after said date, the application as filed 
or as it may be amended, may be granted 
as provided in Rule 23 of the general 
rules and regulations promulgated under 
the Act, or the Commission may grant 
exemption from such rules as provided 
in Rules 20(a) and 100 thereof or take 
such other action as it may deem appro¬ 
priate. Persons who request a hearing or 
advice as to whether a hearing is ordered 
will receive notice of further develop¬ 
ments in this matter, including the date 
of the hearing (if ordered) and any post¬ 
ponements thereof. 

For the Commission, by the Division 
of Corporate Regulation, pursuant to 
delegated authority. 

[seal! Ronald F. Hunt, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc.72-9377 Filed 6-21-72:8:46 am] 


[File No. 500-1] 

COGAR CORP. 

Order Suspending Trading 

June 15,1972. 

It appearing to the Securities and Ex¬ 
change Commission that the summary 
suspension of trading in the common 
stock, $0.60 par value, of Cogar Corp. 
being traded otherwise than on a na¬ 
tional securities exchange is required in 
the public interest and for the protection 
of investors; 

It is ordered, Pursuant to section 
15(c) (5) of the Securities Exchange Act 
of 1934, that trading in such securities 
otherwise than on a national securities 
exchange be summarily suspended, this 
order to be effective for the period from 
June 16, 1972 through June 25, 1972. 

By the Commission. 

[sealI Ronald F. Hunt, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc.72-9378 Filed 6-21-72:8:46 am] 


[70-6212] 

DELMARVA POWER & LIGHT CO. 

Notice of Proposed Issue and Sale of 

First Mortgage and Collateral Trust 

Bonds 

June 16,1972. 

Notice is hereby given that Delmarva 
Power & Light Co., 800 King Street, Wil¬ 
mington. Delaware 19899 (Delmarva), a 
registered holding company and a public- 
utility company, lias filed a declaration 
with this Commission pursuant to the 
Public Utility Holding Company Act of 
1935 (Act), designating sections 6 and 
7 of the Act and Rule 50 promulgated 
thereunder as applicable to the proposed 
transaction. All interested persons are 
referred to the declaration, which is 
summarized below, for a complete state¬ 
ment of the proposed transaction. 

Delmarva proposes to issue and sell, 
subject to the competitive bidding re¬ 
quirements of Rule 50, $30 million prin¬ 
cipal amount of first mortgage and 

collateral trust bonds, - percent 

Series due August 1, -. The pro¬ 

posed series of bonds will bear a single 
maturity date within the range of from 
5 to 30 years, such maturity date to be 
determined not less than 72 hours prior 
to the opening of the bids. The interest 
rate (which shall be a multiple of Vb of 
1 percent) and the price to be paid to 
Delmarva, exclusive of accrued interest, 
(which shall be not less than 100 per¬ 
cent nor more than 102.75 percent of the 
principal amount thereof) for the bonds 
will be determined by the competitive 
bidding. The bonds will be issued under 
a Mortgage and Deed of Trust, dated 
October 1, 1943, between Delmarva and 
Chemical Bank, successor trustee, as 
heretofore supplemented and as to be 
further supplemented by a 42d Supple¬ 
mental Indenture to be dated as of 
August 1, 1972, which includes a prohibi¬ 
tion until August 1, 1977, against re¬ 
funding the issue with the proceeds of 
funds borrowed at a lower effective 
interest cost. 

Delmarva will apply the proceeds from 
the sale of bonds toward the cost of its 
own construction and that of its two 
subsidiary companies including the re¬ 
tirement of all or a portion of any un¬ 
secured short-term notes and commer¬ 
cial paper issued prior to such sale. Con¬ 
struction expenditures for 1972 are esti¬ 
mated at $120,591,851, including an 
“allowance for funds used during con¬ 
struction” of $9,418,960. 

The filing states that the issuance of 
the bonds is subject to the approval of 
the Public Service Commission of Dela¬ 
ware, and indicates that no other State 
commission and no Federal commission, 
other than this Commission, has juris¬ 
diction over the proposed transaction. 
A statement of the fees and expenses to 
be incurred by Delmarva in connection 
with the sale of the bonds will be supplied 
by amendment. 

Notice is further given that any inter¬ 
ested person may, not later than July 12, 


No. m. 
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1972, request in writing that a hearing 
be held on such matter, stating the na¬ 
ture of his interest, the reasons for such 
request, and the issues of fact or law 
raised by said declaration which he de¬ 
sires to controvert: or he may request 
that he be notified if the Commission 
should order a hearing thereon. Any such 
request should be addressed: Secretary, 
Securities and Exchange Commission, 
Washington, D.C. 20549. A copy of such 
request should be served personally or by 
mail (airmail if the person being served 
is located more than 500 miles from the 
point of mailing) upon the declarant at 
the above-stated address, and proof of 
service (by affidavit or, in case of an 
attorney-at-law, by certificate) should 
be filed with the request. At any time 
after said date, the declaration, as filed 
or as it may be amended, may be per¬ 
mitted to become effective as provided 
in Rule 23 of the general rules and regu¬ 
lations promulgated under the Act, or the 
Commission may grant exemption from 
such rules as provided in Rules 20(a) and 
100 thereof or take such other action as it 
may deem appropriate. Persons who re¬ 
quest a hearing or advice as to whether a 
hearing is ordered, will receive notice of 
further developments in this matter, in¬ 
cluding the date of the hearing (if 
ordered) and any postponements thereof. 

For the Commission, by the Division 
of Corporate Regulation, pursuant to 
delegated authority. 

f seal! Ronald F. Hunt, 

Secretary. 

IFR Doc.72-9379 Filed 6-21-72.8:46 ami 


(File No. 500-1) 

FIRST WORLD CORP. 

Order Suspending Trading 

June 15, 1972. 

It appearing to the Securities and Ex¬ 
change Commission that the summary 
suspension of trading in the Class A and 
Class B common stock, $0.15 par value, 
of First World Corporation being traded 
otherwise than on a national securities 
exchange is required in the public in¬ 
terest and for the protection of investors: 

It is ordered. Pursuant to section 15(c) 
(5) of the Securities Exchange Act of 
1934, that trading in such securities 
otherwise than on a national securities 
exchange be summarily suspended, this 
order to be effective for the period from 
June 19, 1972 through June 28, 1972. 

By the Commission. 

r seal 1 Ronald F. Hunt, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc.72-0380 Filed 6-21-72;8:46 ami 


[File No. 500-11 

LDS DENTAL SUPPLIES, INC. 
Order Suspending Trading 

June 15, 1972. 

It appearing to the Securities and Ex¬ 
change Commission that the summary 
suspension of trading In the common 


stock. $0.01 par value, of LDS Dental 
Supplies, Inc., being traded otherwise 
than on a national securities exchange 
is required in the public interest and for 
the protection of investors; 

It is ordered. Pursuant to section 15(c) 
(5) of the Securities Exchange Act of 
1934, that trading in such securities 
otherwise than on a national securities 
exchange be summarily suspended, this 
order to be effective for the period from 
June 20, 1972 through June 29, 1972. 

By the Commission. 

Tseal] Ronald F. Hunt, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc.72-9381 Filed 6-21-72;8:46 ami 
[70-52081 

OHIO EDISON CO. 

Notice of Proposed Issuance and Sale 

of Notes to Banks and Guaranty of 

Notes of Nonaffiliate Coal Com¬ 
pany 

June 15, 1972. 

Notice is hereby given that Ohio Edison 
Co., 47 North Main Street. Akron. OH 
44308 (Ohio Edison), a registered hold¬ 
ing company, has filed an application 
with this Commission pursuant to the 
Public Utility Holding Company Act of 
1935 (Act), designating section 6(b) of 
the Act as applicable to the proposed 
transactions. All interested persons are 
referred to the application, which is sum¬ 
marized below, for a complete statement 
of the proposed transactions. 

Ohio Edison proposes that for the bal¬ 
ance of 1972 the aggregate amount of 
short-term notes within the meaning of 
section 6(b) of the Act which the com¬ 
pany may issue, renew, or guarantee, 
without prior approval of the Commis¬ 
sion, be increased from 5 percent to 10 
percent of the principal amount and par 
value of the other securities of the com¬ 
pany then outstanding. It is stated that 
expenditures required in connection with 
Ohio Edison's construction program will 
require short-term bank borrowings of 
approximately $35 million by August, 
1972. A list of the lending banks and the 
interest rate to be paid will be filed by 
amendment. 

Ohio Edison also proposes to guaran¬ 
tee up to $19,557,600 of short-term bor¬ 
rowings of Quarto Mining Co. (Quarto) 
for the development of a new mine, Pow¬ 
hatan No. 4, in accordance with a 25- 
year agreement entered into in 1969. 
(See Holding Company Act Release No. 
16905 (November 16, 1970)). Quarto, a 
subsidiary company of the North Amer¬ 
ican Coal Corp., entered into a new 28- 
year agreement with Ohio Edison and 
certain other companies on November 30, 
1971, to provide coal for those companies’ 
jointly owned generating stations by con¬ 
tinuing development of Powhatan No. 4 
and other new mines. Pending the ex¬ 
pected arrangement of long-term financ¬ 
ing for development of Powhatan No. 4 
and to provide funds for additional de¬ 
velopment of this mine and the other 
new mines, Quarto has obtained a com¬ 
mitment for up to $40 million of short¬ 


term financing guaranteed by the par¬ 
ticipating buyer companies. 

It is stated that Ohio Edison presently 
expects to issue and sell $60 million prin¬ 
cipal amount of its first mortgage bonds 
in early August 1972, and plans to repay 
its short-term bank borrowings at that 
time. 

The fees and expenses in connection 
with the proposed transactions are esti¬ 
mated at $3,700, including legal fee of 
$1,500. The application states that no 
State commission and no Federal com¬ 
mission, other than this Commission, 
has jurisdiction over the proposed 
transactions. 

Notice is further given that any inter¬ 
ested persons may, not later than 12 noon 
on June 29, 1972, request in writing that 
a hearing be held on such matter, stat¬ 
ing the nature of his interest, the reasons 
for such request, and the issues of fact 
or law raised by said application which 
he desires to controvert: or he may re¬ 
quest that he be notified if the Commis¬ 
sion should order a hearing thereon. Any 
such request should be addressed: Sec¬ 
retary, Securities and Exchange Com¬ 
mission, Washington, D.C. 20549. A copy 
of such request should be served per¬ 
sonally or by mail (airmail if the person 
being served is located more than 500 
miles from the point of mailing) upon 
the applicant at the above-stated ad¬ 
dress, and proof of service (by affidavit 
or, in case of an attorney at law, by 
certificate) should be filed with the re¬ 
quest. At any time after said date, the 
application, as filed or as it may be 
amended, may be granted as provided in 
Rule 23 of the general rules and regula¬ 
tions promulgated under the Act, or the 
Commission may grant exemption from 
such rules as provided in Rules 20(a) and 
100 thereof or take such other action as 
it may deem appropriate. Persons who 
request a hearing or advice as to whether 
a hearing is ordered will receive notice 
of further developments in this matter, 
including the date of the hearing m 
ordered) and any postponements thereot 

For the Commission, by the Division 
of Corporate Regulation, pursuant to 
delegated authority. 

[sealI Ronald F. Hunt, 

Secretary . 

[FR Doc.72-9382 Filed 6-21-72;8:46 am] 


[70-5196] 

OHIO POWER CO. 

Notice of Proposed Amendment of 
Articles of Incorporation 

June 16,1972. 

Notice is hereby given that OhioPo^ 
Co.. 301 Cleveland Avenue SW., ^ 3 ^ 
Ohio 44701 (Ohio), a 
sidiary company of Am erica J* ^ c 
Power Co.. Inc., a registered com 

pany, has filed a declaration and an _ 
ments thereto with this Commissio P 
suant to the Public Utility Holding 
pany Act of 1935 (Act), designating* 
Sons 6(a)(2). 7. and 12(e) of the A« 

and Rule 62 Promulgated thereund^^ 

applicable to the following I 
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transactions. All interested persons are 
referred to the declaration, which is sum¬ 
marized below, for a complete statement 
of the proposed transactions. 

Ohio proposes to amend its Articles of 
Incorporation in order to increase the 
number of shares of cumulative pre¬ 
ferred stock, par value $100 per share, 
which it is authorized to issue from its 
present authorization of 1,700,000 shares 
(of which 1,362,403 shares are now out¬ 
standing) to 2,700,000 shares. It is stated 
that the increase in the number of shares 
is being sought in order that Ohio will 
be in a position to issue and sell, from 
time to time, additional series of cumu¬ 
lative preferred stock to facilitate the 
financing of its construction program. 
The present estimated cost of Ohio's con¬ 
struction program is approximately $200 
million for 1972. Ohio anticipates that 
if the proposed charter amendment is 
approved, the additional 1 million shares 
of preferred stock will be substantially 
utilized by the end of 1974. 

Ohio intends to submit the proposed 
amendment of its Articles to its share¬ 
holders for their approval at a special 
meeting of shareholders to be held on 
July 31, 1972. In connection therewith, 
Ohio proposes to solicit proxies from the 
holders of its preferred stock through the 
use of solicitation material which sets 
forth the proposal in detail. The declara¬ 
tion states that the proposed amendment 
will require the affirmative vote of the 
holders of tv r o-thirds of the outstanding 
shares of Ohio's common stock and of the 
holders of two-thirds of the outstanding 
shares of cumulative preferred stock, 
voting separately as a class. American 
Electric Power Co., Inc., holder of all 
of the outstanding shares of Ohio's com¬ 
mon stock, has indicated that all such 
shares will be voted in favor of the pro¬ 
posed amendment. 


The fees and expenses to be incurred 
in connection with the proposed trans¬ 
actions are estimated at $19,700, includ¬ 
ing proxy solicitation fees of $6,500. It is 
stated that no State commission and no 
federal commission, other than this 
Commission, has jurisdiction over the 
Proposed transactions. 

Ohio has requested that the effective¬ 
ness of its declaration with respect to the 
solicitation of proxies from holders of its 
Preferred stock be accelerated as pro¬ 
vided in Rule 62. 

. . N ® ttce is given that any inter- 

loifo person may. not later than July 12, * 
hnii’ r f puest hi writing that a hearing be 
em with respect to the proposed amend- 
tht> ’ Stat, fas the nature of his interest, 

« / ea f® ns far such request, and the 
ratiX? of * act or law raised by said decla¬ 
im T wllic h he desires to controvert; or 
request that he be notified if the 
thi ^ 851011 s hould order a hearing 
droc!°?‘ such request should be ad- 
Secretary, Securities and Ex- 
jSSSF 6 .Commission, Washington, D.C. 
servn^ A of such request should be 
thV^ Personally or by mail (airmail if 
h e fa& served is located more 
uuon m? “I * 1 ® 8 from the P°fat of mailing) 
adduce e d f claran t at the above-stated 
or and proof of service (by affidavit 
tifiofttf? Se i. 0 * an a ttorney at law, by cer- 
should be filed with the request. 


At any time after said date, the declara¬ 
tion, as amended or as it may be further 
amended, may be permitted to become 
effective pursuant to Rule 23 of the gen¬ 
eral rules and regulations promulgated 
under the Act, or the Commission may 
grant exemption from such rules as pro¬ 
vided in Rules 20(a) and 100 thereof or 
take such other action as it may deem 
appropriate. Persons who request a hear¬ 
ing or advice as to whether a hearing is 
ordered will receive notice of further de¬ 
velopments in this matter, including the 
date of the hearing (if ordered! and any 
postponements thereof. 

It appearing that the declaration 
regarding the proposed solicitation of 
proxies should be permitted to become 
effective forthwith pursuant to Rule 62: 

It is ordered , That the declaration 
regarding the proposed solicitation of 
proxies be, and it hereby is, permitted to 
become effective forthwith pursuant to 
Rule 62 and subject to the terms and 
conditions prescribed in Rule 24 under 
the Act. 

For the Commission, by the Division of 
Corporate Regulation, pursuant to dele¬ 
gated authority. 

I seal 1 Ronald F. Hunt, 

Secretary. 

(FH Dec.72-9383 Filed 6-21-72:8:46 ami 


| File No. 500-1| 

TANGER INDUSTRIES 
Order Suspending Trading 

June 15,1972. 

The common stock, $1 par value, of 
Tanger Industries being traded on the 
American Stock Exchange, pursuant to 
provisions of the Securities Exchange 
Act of 1934 and all other securities of 
Tanger Industries being traded other¬ 
wise than on a national securities ex¬ 
change; and 

It appearing to the Securities and Ex¬ 
change Commission that the summary 
suspension of trading in such securities 
on such exchange and otherwise than on 
a national securities exchange is required 
in the public interest and for the protec¬ 
tion of investors; 

It is ordered , Pursuant to section 15 
(c) (5) and 19(a) (4) of the Securities Ex¬ 
change Act of 1934, that trading in such 
securities on the above mentioned ex¬ 
change and otherwise than on a national 
securities exchange be summarily sus¬ 
pended, this order to be effective for the 
period from June 17, 1972 through 
June 26.1972. 

By the Commission. 

[seal! Ronald F. Hunt, 

Secretary. 

jFR Doc.72-9384 Filed 6-21-72:8:46 am] 


[File No. 600-11 

TOPPER CORP. 

Order Suspending Trading 

June 15, 1972. 

The common stock, $1 par value of 
Topper Corporation being traded on the 


American Stock Exchange, pursuant to 
provisions of the Securities Exchange 
Act of 1934 and all other securities of 
Topper Corporation being traded other¬ 
wise than on a national securities ex¬ 
change; and 

It appearing to the Securities and Ex¬ 
change Commission that the summary 
suspension of trading in such securities 
on such exchanges and otherwise than 
on a national securities exchange is re¬ 
quired in the public interest, and for the 
protection of investors; 

It is ordered, Pursuant to sections 
19(a)(4) and 15(c)(5) of the Securities 
Exchange Act of 1934, that trading in 
such securities on the above mentioned 
exchange and otherwise than on a na¬ 
tional securities exchange be summarily 
suspended, this order to be effective for 
the period June 18,1972 through June 27, 
1972. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Ronald F. Hunt, 

Secretary. 

| FR Doc.72-9385 FUcd 6-21-72; 8:46 am J 


SELECTIVE SERVICE SYSTEM 

REGISTRANTS PROCESSING MANUAL 
Temporary Instructions 

The Registrants Processing Manual is 
an internal manual of the Selective Serv¬ 
ice System. Temporary Instructions con¬ 
stitute Appendix 2 of that Manual. The 
material contained in Temporary In¬ 
struction 632-8 is considered to be of 
sufficient interest to warrant publication 
in the Federal Register. Therefore Tem¬ 
porary Instruction 632-8 is set forth in 
full as follows: 

Temporary Instruction 632-8 

Issued: June 19, 1972. 

Subject: August 1972 Induction Pe¬ 
riod. 

1. August 1972 induction call. Fully 
available registrants in Classes 1-A and 
1-A-O in the 1972 First Priority Selection 
Group with RSN 75 or below shall be 
ordered to report for induction in 
August. State Directors will schedule 
deliveries so that approximately 40 per¬ 
cent of the deliveries are made during 
the period August 1 through 4, 20 per¬ 
cent during the period August 7 through 
11, 15 percent during the period August 
14 through 18. 10 percent during the 
period August 21 through 25, and 15 per¬ 
cent during the period August 28 through 
31. 

Induction orders for the August in¬ 
duction call are to be issued beginning 
July 3, 1972, and not later than July 31, 
1972. Nonvolunteers will be given at least 
30 days' notice. Volunteers may be or¬ 
dered at any time and no minimum no¬ 
tice is required. Registrants whose 
inductions have been postponed indefi¬ 
nitely or for a period of more than 40 
days, either by authority of the Director 
or the State Director, or by the local 
board to complete an academic term or 
year, shall be given between 30 and 40 
days’ notice of their rescheduled report¬ 
ing date. The rescheduled reporting date 
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shall be the earliest possible date fol¬ 
lowing the expiration of the postpone¬ 
ment. (Reference Parts 1631 and 1632, 
SSR; Chapters 631 and 632, RPM.) 

2. Student postponements. Any reg¬ 
istrant who is in attendance in summer 
school at the time his induction order 
is issued shall have his induction date 
postponed to the end of the summer 
term in which he is enrolled, unless such 
summer term will end before his sched¬ 
uled induction date. (Reference Part 
1632. SSR and Chapter 632, RPM.) 

3. Selections for alternate service. 
Fully available registrants in Class 1-0 
in the 1972 First Priority Selection Group 
with RSN 75 or below will be selected for 
alternate service in lieu of induction. 
Selection notices will be issued begin¬ 
ning July 3, 1972, and not later than 
Julv 31. 1972. (Reference Part 1660. 
SSR.) 

4. Armed Forces examinations. Regis¬ 
trants in the 1972 First Priority Selec¬ 
tion Group, with RSN 100 or below, shall 
now be ordered for Armed Forces Ex¬ 
amination. Registrants bom in 1953, 
with RSN 50 or below, shall now be or¬ 
dered for Armed Forces Examination. 
(Reference Part 1628, SSR; Chapter 628, 
RPM.) 

5. 1-H administration processing cut¬ 
off for the 1972 First Priority Selection 
Group. The temporary 1-H cutoff of 
RSN 200 for registrants bom in 1952 
or earlier which was established in Tem¬ 
porary Instruction 631-2 continues in ef¬ 
fect. (Reference Part 1622, SSR; Chap¬ 
ter 622, RPM.) 

6. 1-H administrative processing cut¬ 
off for registrants with 1953 year of 
birth. RSN 100 is established as the 1-H 
cutoff for registrants bora in 1953. 
Therefore, registrants bora in 1953 who 
have RSN 101 or higher are eligible for 
Class 1-H, unless eligible for a lower 
class. Registrants bora in 1953 who have 
RSN 1 through RSN 100 are no longer 
eligible for Class 1-H, and should be re¬ 
classified out of Class 1-H as soon as 
possible. (Reference Part 1622, SSR; 
Chapter 622, RPM.) 

7. Reclassification out of class 1-Y. Re¬ 
classification of registrants out of Class 
1-Y, retroactive to December 1971, will 
continue until all such classifications 
have been completed. (Reference Part 
1622, SSR and Chapter 622. RPM.) 

This Temporary Instruction will ter¬ 
minate on August 31, 1972. 

Byron V. Pepitone. 

Acting Director . 

June 19, 1972. 

(FR Doc.72-9453 Filed 6-21-72,8:52 ami 

SMALL BUSINESS ' 
ADMINISTRATION 

[License No. 03/04-0029J 

AVIATION GROWTH INVESTMENTS, 
INC. 

Notice of Filing of Application for 

Approval of Conflict of Interest 

Transaction 

Notice is hereby given that Aviation 
Growth Investments, Inc., (Aviation) 


7315 Wisconsin Avenue, Bethesda, Md. 
20014, a Federal licensee under the Small 
Business Investment Act of 1958, as 
amended (Act). has filed an application 
with the Small Business Administration 
(SBA), pursuant to section 312 of the 
Act and covered by § 107.1004 of the SBA 
rules and regulations governing Small 
Business Investment Companies (13 CFR 
107.1004 (1971), for approval of a con¬ 
flict of interest transaction failing within 
the scope of the above sections of the Act 
and regulations. 

Subject to such approval, Aviation pro¬ 
poses to invest in Sunburst Homes Inc. 
(Sunburst), of Amelia, Va. Sunburst is a 
marketing company selling low and mod¬ 
erate income modular housing. Sunburst 
is not a speculative builder. 

The proposed investment is brought 
within the purview of § 107.1004 of the 
regulations since Mr. K. Douglass Talley. 
President and majority stockholder of 
Sunburst is the brother-in-law of Avia¬ 
tion’s president Mr. William P. Condon. 
The financing in the form of a convert¬ 
ible note is no more favorable in regard 
to its terms and conditions than other 
financings provided by Aviation to other 
small concerns. 

Notice is hereby given that any inter¬ 
ested person may. not later than 15 days 
from the date of publication of this 
notice submit to SBA, in writing, rele¬ 
vant comments on the proposed transac¬ 
tion. Any such communication should be 
addressed to the Associate Administrator 
for Operations and Investment, Small 
Business Administration, 1441 L Street 
NW., Washington, DC 20416. After ex¬ 
piration of the 15 days, SBA may dispose 
of this application on the basis of the 
information contained in the application, 
the comments (if any) which are re¬ 
ceived. and other relevant data. 

Dated: June9,1972. 

Claude Alexander, 
Associate Administrator for 
Operations and Investment. 

[FR Doc.72-9375 Filed 6-21-72;8:45 am[ 


| License No. 04/04-5104 [ 

URBAN VENTURES, INC. 

Notice of Issuance of License To Op¬ 
erate as a Minority Enterprise Small 
Business Investment Company 

On April 19, 1972, a notice was pub¬ 
lished in the Federal Register (37 F.R. 
7736). stating that Urban Ventures, Inc., 
825 South Bayshore Drive, Miami. FL 
33131, had filed an application with the 
Small Business Administration (SBA), 
pursuant to § 107.102 of the SBA rales 
and regulations governing small business 
investment companies (13 CFR 107.102 
(1972)) for a license to operate as a mi¬ 
nority enterprise small business invest¬ 
ment company (MESBIC). 

Interested parties were given to the 
close of business May 5, 1972, to submit 
their written comments to SBA. 

Notice is hereby given that, having 
considered the application and all other 
pertinent information, SBA has issued 
License No. 04/04-5104 to Urban Ven¬ 
tures. Inc., pursuant to section 301(c) 


of the Small Business Investment Act 
of 1958, as amended. 

Dated: June 13, 1972. 

Claude Alexander, 
Associate Administrator for 
Operations and Investment . 
[FR Doc.72-9376 Filed 6-21-72:8:45 am| 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

ASSIGNMENT OF HEARINGS 

June 19, 1972. 

Cases assigned for hearing, postpone¬ 
ment. cancellation or oral argument ap¬ 
pear below and will be published only 
once. This list contains prospective as¬ 
signments only and does not include 
cases previously assigned hearing dates. 
The hearings will be on the issues as 
presently reflected in the Official Docket 
of the Commission. An attempt will be 
made to publish notices of cancellation 
of hearings as promptly as possible, but 
interested parties should take appropri¬ 
ate steps to insure that they are notified 
of cancellation or postponements of 
hearings in which they are interested. 

MC 113678 Sub 431, Curtis, Inc.. MC 115826 
(Sub 219). W. J. Wigby. Inc.. ^ assignee 
July 10. 1972, at San Francisco. Calll.. wu* 
be held in Room 100, 100 McAllister Street. 
San Francisco. CA. 

MC 22254 Sub 65, Trans-American Van ser 
ice. Inc., now assigned hearing June jw. 
1972. at Washington. D.C., Is canceled an 
application dismissed. _ 

MC-C-7716. United Van Lines, Die.—laves 
gation and revocation of certificate, n 
being assigned hearing August 9. 19 • 

St. Louis, Mo. (2 days), in a hearing roo 
to be later designated. 

MC 107295 Sub 596, Pre-Fab Transit Co . » 
being assigned hearing August 11. 19 • 
St. Louis, Mo., in a hearing room to 
later designated. 

MC 119777 Sub 199. Ligon Specialized TUM y 
Inc., now being assigned hearing August • 
1972 (2 days). at St. Louis. Mo., in a u 
ing room to be later designated. 

MC 136002 Sub 1, Danielson Aviation. • 
now being assigned hearing August 7. - 

at Hartford. Conn., in a hearing room 
be later designated. ice< 

MC 110479 Sub 25, Harper Truck 

Inc., now being assigned hearing 5 # 
14. 1972 (1 week), at St. Louis. 
hearing room to be later designated. 

MC 136224. Southern Transports Inc. 
being assigned hearing August 14, 
week). at Jackson. Miss., in a hearing 
to be later designated. rentral 

MC—C-7723, Bulk Haulers. Inc. V. ~ lng 
Transport. Inc., now being ^ c .. 

August 8. 1972 (2 days), at 
In hearing room to be later ^ 

MC 109294 Sub 18. Commercial rrm* g> 
Ltd., now being assigned hearing A & 8 

1972 (3 days), at Olympia. W®sh-. 
hearing room to be later designs * ice 
MC 120120 Sub 6, Canning 8. 

Inc., now being assigned hearing 8 & 

1972 (3 days), at Lincoln. 
hearing room to be later designated. 

[seal] Robert L. Oswald^ 

IFR Doc.72-9457 Piled 6 - 21 - 72 ; 8 '> :t » m 
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EXEMPT MOTOR CARRIERS—SHORT 
NOTICE 

Order . At a session of the Interstate 
Commerce Commission, held at its office 
in Washington, D.C., on the 12th day of 
May 1972. 

It appearing, that, rail common car¬ 
riers publishing substituted motor-for- 
rail service and joint motor-rail rates on 
movements of commodities exempt from 
economic regulation under section 203 
(b)(6) of the Interstate Commerce Act 
are required, under Ex Parte No. 273, to 
publish the names of such participating 
motor carriers; 

It further appearing, that, since such 
motor carriers are exempt from economic 
regulation under section 203(b) (6) of the 
Interstate Commerce Act, requiring stat¬ 
utory notice to publish the names of 
such participating motor carriers in rail 
tariffs would be inconsistent with such 
provisions of the act and serve no useful 
purpose; 

It further appearing, that special per¬ 
mission should be granted to rail carriers 
which enter into such joint motor-rail 
rates, or which substitute motor for rail 
service, in the manner considered in Ex 
Parte No. 273, concerning the transpor¬ 
tation of commodities which are exempt 
from economic regulation under section 
203(b)(6) of the act, authorizing the 
publication of the "exempt” motor car¬ 
rier’s name on less than statutory notice; 

And it further appearing, that, the 
general public will not be adversely af¬ 
fected by the issuance of such a special 
permission; 

And for good cause shown: 

It is ordered, That, rail common car¬ 
riers and their tariff publishing agents 
are hereby authorized to publish and file 
the addition, deletion, or correction of the 
names of motor carriers who participate 
in joint motor-rail rates or participate 
in substitution of motor service for rail 
in the transportation of commodities, the 
movement of w r hich is exempt from eco¬ 
nomic regulation under section 203(b) 
r*of the act * on 1 day’s notice, 
ft is further ordered , That, publica¬ 
tions issued hereunder shall be filed with 
me Commission, posted in the manner 
required by law, and shall bear the fol¬ 
lowing notation: 

“Issued on 1 day’s notice; I.C.C. Per¬ 
mission No. 72-4750.” 

trJ} J 8 * farther ordered. That, relief 
1973 herein ex P ires with April 27, 

JPJ* further ordered, That, this per- 
jjussion does not modify any outstand- 
g iormal orders of the Commission, nor 
nf nf* exce Pt as herein authorized, any 
tu re< i ulrer *ients of its rules relative 

PubUcat C lon S s trUCUOn and filing ° f tarlff 
U *? further ordered. That, notice 
lip £ s i )rder be Siven to the general pub- 
thp Q dep ? sitlng a c °Py in Office of 

Wa.shta C gton. r D.C f thC Commission at 

By tfa® Commission. 

1 SEA *1 Robert L. Oswald, 

Secretary . 

! ^ Doc - 72^9456 Piled 6-21-72; 8:62 am I 


(Notice 861 

MOTOR CARRIER TEMPORARY 
AUTHORITY APPLICATIONS 1 

June 16,1972. 

The following are notices of filing of 
applications for temporary authority 
under section 210a(a) of the Interstate 
Commerce Act provided for under the 
new rules of Ex Parte No. MC-67 (49 
CFR Part 1131), published in the Fed¬ 
eral Register, issue of April 27. 1965, 
effective July 1, 1965. These rules pro¬ 
vide that protests to the granting of an 
application must be filed with the field 
official named in the Federal Register 
publication, within 15 calendar days 
after the date of notice of the filing of 
the application is published in the 
Federal Register. One copy of such pro¬ 
tests must be served on the applicant, 
or its authorized representative, if any, 
and the protests must certify that such 
service has been made. The protests must 
be specific as to the service which such 
Protestant can and will offer, and must 
consist of a signed original and six 
copies. 

A copy of the application is on file, 
and can be examined at the Office of 
the Secretary, Interstate Commerce 
Commission. Washington, D.C., and also 
in field office to which protests are to 
be transmitted. 

Motor Carriers of Property 

No. MC 99427 (Sub-No. 16 TA), filed 
June 5, 1972. Applicant: ARIZONA 

TANK LINES, INC., Post Office Box 6910, 
4715 West Buckeye Road, Phoenix. AZ 
85005. Applicant’s representative: Wil¬ 
liam B. O’Morrow (same address as 
above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier , by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Corn 
syrup, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from 
Albuquerque, N. Mex., to El Paso. Tex., 
for 180 days. Supporting shipper: Stand¬ 
ard Brands Inc., 625 Madison Avenue, 
New York, NY 10022. Send protests to: 
Andrew V. Baylor, District Supervisor, 
Bureau of Operations, Interstate Com¬ 
merce Commission. Room 3427, Federal 
Building, Phoenix, Ariz. 85025. 

No. MC 106674 (Sub-No. 94 TA), filed 
June 5, 1972. Applicant: SCHILLI MO¬ 
TOR LINES, INC., Post Office Box 122, 
Delphi, IN 46923. Applicant’s represent¬ 
ative: Thomas R. Schilli (same address 
as above). Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Flour, prepared mixes and bases for pre¬ 
pared mixes, in containers, from the 
facilities of the Peavey Company Flour 
Mill at Alton, HI., to points in Florida. 
Georgia, Indiana, Kentucky, Michigan, 
Ohio, and Tennessee, and Hastings, 
Minn., and Milwaukee, Wis., for 180 days. 
Supporting shipper: Peavey Company 
Flour Mill, 145 West Broadway, Alton, 
IL 62002. Send protests to: District Su¬ 


1 Except as otherwise specifically noted, 
each applicant states that there will be no 
significant effect on the quality of the hu¬ 
man environment resulting from approval 
of its application. 


pervisor J. H. Gray, Interstate Com¬ 
merce Commission, Bureau of 
Operations, 345 West Wayne Street, 
Room 204, Fort Wayne, IN 46802. 

No. MC 107295 (Sub-No. 617 TA), filed 
June 6, 1972. Applicant: PRE-FAB 

TRANSIT CO., 100 South Main Street. 
Post Office Box 146, Farmer City, IL 
61842. Applicant's representative: Bruce 
J. Kinnee (same address as above). Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Ventilators, ven¬ 
tilator systems, parts, equipment, and 
accessories, from the plantsite and ware¬ 
house facilities of Penn Ventilator Co., 
at Tabor City, N.C., to points in Ohio, 
Michigan, Kentucky, Illinois. Indiana, 
and Tennessee, for 180 days. Supporting 
shipper: Michael S. Bohrer, Traffic 
Manager, Penn Ventilator Co., Inc., 11th 
Street and Allegheny Avenue, Philadel¬ 
phia, Pa. 19140. Send protests to: Harold 
C. Jolliff, District Supervisor, Bureau of 
Operations, Interstate Commerce Com¬ 
mission, 325 West Adams Street, Room 
476, Springfield, IL 62704. 

No. MC 111729 (Sub-No. 348 TA). filed 
June 5, 1972. Applicant: AMERICAN 
COURIER CORPORATION, 2 Nevada 
Drive, Lake Success, NY 11040. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: John M. Delany 
(same address as above). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: (1) Business papers, rec¬ 
ords, audit and accounting media of all 
kinds; (a) between Tiffin, Ohio, and 
Kokomo, Ind.; (b) between King of 
Prussia, Pa., on the one hand, and, on 
the other, Atlantic City. Cape May, Edi¬ 
son, Elizabeth, Montclair, Newark. New 
Brunswick, Paterson, Princeton, Saddle- 
brook, Trenton, and Willingboro, N.J.; 
and New York, N.Y.; (c) between In¬ 
dianapolis. Ind., on the one hand, and. 
on the other. Ashland, Bowling Green, 
Covington, Erlanger, Frankfort, Hender¬ 
son, Lexington, Louisville, Madisonville, 
Owensboro, Paducah, and Shively, Ky.; 

(2) small computer parts, business 
machine parts, assemblies and supplies 
pertaining thereto, restricted to articles 
or packages weighing in the aggregate 
less than 100 pounds, from one consignor 
to one consignee on any day. between 
Holland, Ohio, on the one hand, and, on 
the other, Buffalo. N.Y.; Chicago, Ill.; 
St. Louis, Mo.; and Milwaukee. Wis., and 
points in Michigan, Indiana. Kentucky, 
Pennsylvania, and West Virginia; and 

(3) blood, urine and tissue specimens, 
and documents pertaining thereto, be¬ 
tween King of Prussia, Pa., on the one 
hand, and, on the other. Atlantic City, 
Cape May, Edison, Elizabeth, Montclair, 
Newark, New Brunswick, Paterson, 
Princeton, Saddlebrook, Trenton and 
Willingboro, N.J.; and New York, N.Y., 
for 180 days. Supporting shippers: Amer¬ 
ican Standard—Plumbing and Heating 
Division, Post Office Box 279, Tiffin, 
Ohio 44883; Bio-Medical Laboratories, 
Inc., 491 Allendale Road, King of Prus¬ 
sia, PA; Allstate Insurance Co., 250 
North Shadeland Drive, Indianapolis, IN 
46219; Burroughs Corp., Second Avenue, 
Detroit, MI 48232. Send protests to: 
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Thomas W. Hopp, District Supervisor, 
Interstate Commerce Commission, Bu¬ 
reau of Operations, 26 Federal Plaza, 
New York, NY 10007. 

No. MC 112391 (Sub-No. 36 TA), filed 
June 6, 1972. Applicant: HADLEY AUTO 
TRANSPORT, 7428 Paramount Boule¬ 
vard, Post Office Box 96. Pico Rivera, 
CA 90660. Applicant’s representative: 
Phil Jacobson, 510 West Sixth Street, Los 
Angeles, CA. Authority sought to operate 
as a contract carrier , by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Automobiles, trucks, and chassis in sec¬ 
ondary movement by truckaway, from 
Port of Richmond, Calif., to points in 
Oregon and Nevada, under a continuing 
contract with Ford Motor Co., for 180 
days. Supporting shipper: Ford Mar¬ 
keting Corp., Ford Division. Rotunda 
Drive at Southfield. Post Office Box 1558, 
Dearborn. MI 48121. Send protests to: 
John E. Nance, Officer in Charge, Inter¬ 
state Commerce Commission, Bureau of 
Operations, Room 7708, Federal Build¬ 
ing. 300 North Los Angeles Street, Los 
Angeles, CA 90012. 

No. MC 116073 (Sub-No. 244 TA). filed 
June 5. 1972. Applicant: BARRETT 
MOBILE HOME TRANSPORT, INC.. 
Post Office Box 919, 1825 Main Avenue, 
Moorhead, MN 56560. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Robert G. Tessar (same ad¬ 
dress as above). Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier , by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Buildings, complete or in sections, 
from points in Pipestone County, Minn., 
to points in North Dakota, South Dakota. 
Nebraska. Iowa. Wisconsin, Montana, 
Colorado, and Wyoming, for 180 days. 
Supporting shipper: Modular Structures, 
Inc., Skyway Industrial Park. Pipestone, 
Minn. Send protests to: J. H. Ambs, Dis¬ 
trict Supervisor, Bureau of Operations, 
Interstate Commerce Commission, Post 
Office Box 2340, Fargo. ND 58102. 

No. MC 117698 (Sub-No. 12 TA). filed 
June 7, 1972. Applicant: LEO H. 

SEARLES, doing business as L. H. 
SEARLES, South Worcester, N.Y. 12197. 
Applicant’s representative: Harold C. 
Vrooman, 140 Main Street. Oneonta, NY. 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: (1) Cheese and 
cheese products, from Andes, N.Y., to 
Lebanon, Pa.: (2) ice cream, ice cream 
products, ice confections, ice mix , and 
fruit punch, from Suffield, Conn., to 
Albany. Rensselaer, Troy, Schenectady, 
Waterford, Saratoga. Glen Falls, and 
Mount Kisco. N.Y.; Allentown, Pa.; 
Woods town, N.J.; Landover and Col¬ 
lege Park, Md.; Dayton and Toledo, 
Ohio, and Fairfax, Va.; and from Laurel, 
Md.. Philadelphia and Scranton. Pa., to 
Oneonta, N.Y.; and (3) return of paUets, 
from Oneonta, N.Y., to Laurel, Md.. 
Philadelphia and Scranton, Pa., for 180 
days. Supporting shippers: Andes Coop¬ 
erative Creamery, Inc., Andes, N.Y.; H. P. 
Hood it Sons, Inc., Agawam, Mass.; 
Simonson Bros. Ice Cream Co., Inc., 
Oneonta, N.Y. Send protests to: Joseph 
M. Barnini, District Supervisor, Inter¬ 
state Commerce Commission, Bureau of 


Operations, 518 New Federal Building. 
Albany. N.Y. 12207. 

No. MC 119777 (Sub-No. 243 TA), filed 
June 5, 1972. Applicant: LIGON SPE¬ 
CIALIZED HAULER. INC., Post Office 
Box L, Highway 85 East, Madisonville, 
KY 42431. Applicant’s representative: 
Louis J. Amato (same address as above). 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over Irregular 
routes, transporting: Phosphatic feed 
ingredients, in bags, from the plantsite 
of Occidental Chemical Co., Occidental. 
Fla., to points in Alabama, Florida. 
Georgia, Kentucky. Louisiana. Maryland. 
Mississippi, New Jersey, Delaware, North 
Carolina. Pennsylvania, South Carolina, 
Tennessee, Virginia, and West Virginia, 
for 180 days. Supporting shipper: Mike 
Gonzales, Supervisor-Motor Transpor¬ 
tation, Occidental Chemical Co., Post 
Office Box 1185, Houston, TX 77001. Send 
protests to: Wayne L. Merilatt, District 
Supervisor, Interstate Commerce Com¬ 
mission, Bureau of Operations, 426 Post 
Office Building. Louisville, Ky. 40202. 

No. MC 119934 (Sub-No. 181 TA), filed 
June 2, 1972. Applicant: ECOFF 

TRUCKING. INC., 625 East Broadway, 
Fortville, IN 46040. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Jerry F. Crouch (same address 
as above). Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Sugar, dry. in bulk, in tank vehicles, from 
Refinery St. Bernard Parish, Chalmette, 
La., to San Antonio, Tex., for 180 days. 
Supporting shipper: Amstar Corp., 132 
North Peters Street, New Orleans. LA 
70130. Send protests to: District Super¬ 
visor James W. Habermehl, Interstate 
Commerce Commission, Bureau of Oper¬ 
ations, Room 802 Century Building, 36 
South Pennsylvania Street, Indianapolis, 
IN 46204. 

No. MC 134449 (Sub-No. 5 TA). filed 
May 30. 1972. Applicant: LESTER V. 
MOZNIX, 3753 Grandview Highway. 
Burnaby, BC, Canada. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Joseph O. Earp, 411 Lyon 
Building, Seattle, Wash. 98101. Authority 
sought to operate as a contract carrier. 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Kitchen cabinets, counter 
tops, and parts thereof, from the inter¬ 
national boundary line between the 
United States and Canada at or near 
Blaine, and Sumas, Wash.. Kingsgate, 
British Columbia, and East Port, Idaho, 
Coutts, Alberta, and Sweetgrass, Mont., 
to points in Washington except King 
and Pierce Counties, and to points in 
Oregon, Idaho, Wyoming, Utah, Colo¬ 
rado, and Montana, for 180 days. Sup¬ 
porting shipper: Crestwood Kitchens, 
Ltd., 225 North 5 Road, Richmond, BC. 
Canada. Send protests to: E. J. Casey, 
District Supervisor, Interstate Commerce 
Commission, Bureau of Operations, 6130 
Arcade Building, Seattle, Wash. 98101. 

No. MC 135012 (Sub-No. 2 TA), filed 
May 25, 1972. Applicant: AERO LIQUID 
TRANSIT, INC., 834 West Main Street. 
Lowell. MI 49331. Applicant’s representa¬ 
tive: Vern Pettengill (same address as 
above). Authority sought to operate as 


a contract carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Chemi¬ 
cals, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from points 
in Cook County, Ill., Lake and Vigo 
Counties, Ind., and Bergen and Passaic 
Counties, N.J., to the plantsite of Amway 
Corp., at Ada, Mich., for 180 days. Sup¬ 
porting shipper: Alvin Koop, Regional 
Warehouse and Traffic Manager, Amway 
Corp.. 7575 East Fulton Road. Ada. MI 
49301. Send protests to: C. R. Flemming, 
District Supervisor, Interstate Commerce 
Commission, Bureau of Operations, 225 
Federal Building, Lansing, Mich. 48933. 


No. MC 135537 (Sub-No. 5 TA). filed 
May 31, 1972. Applicant: METRO 

HEAVY HAULING, INC., 20848 77th 
Avenue South, Kent. WA 98031. Post 
Office Box 88824, Takwila Branch, Seat¬ 
tle, WA 98188. Applicant’s representa¬ 
tive: Mike V. Chimenti (same address as 
above). Authority sought to operate as 
a contract carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Construc¬ 
tion equipment, materials, and supplies. 
between various points in Washington, 
Oregon, and California, for 180 days. 
Supporting shipper: The Ceco Corp., 
5601 West 26th Street, Chicago. IL 60650. 
Send protests to: E. J. Casey, District 
Supervisor, Interstate Commerce Com¬ 
mission. Bureau of Operations. 6130 
Arcade Building, Seattle. Wash. 98101. 


No. MC 135698 (Sub-No. 7 TA), filed 
May 30, 1972. Applicant: GERALD E. 
AMUNDSON, doing business as JERRY 
AMUNDSON TRUCKING. Rural Route 
3. New Richmond, Wis. 54017. Applicant’s 
representative: Val M. Higgins, 1000 First 
National Bank Building, Minneapolis, 
Minn. 55402. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle* 
over irregular routes, transporting^ 
Limestone, from Roberts. Wis., to points 
in Minnesota, for 180 days. Supporting 
shipper: F. Hurlbut Co.. Green Bay. Wis. 
Send protests to: District Supervisor 
Raymond T. Jones. Interstate Commerce 
Commission, Bureau of Operations, 
448 Federal Building, 110 South Fourth 
Street. Minneapolis, MN 55401 


No. MC 136695 (Sub-No. 1 TA). filed 
May 22, 1972. Applicant: ROY WORM- 
INGTON, doing business as SOUTH¬ 
EAST CARTAGE, 7209 East 87th Street, 
Kansas City, MO 64138. Authority sought 
to operate as a common earner. 
motor vehicle, over regular routes, trans¬ 
porting: General commodities (exc ^ 
those of unusual value, classes A and ** 
explosives, household goods, commodities 
in bulk, and commodities requiring spe¬ 
cial equipment), between Kansas City. 
Missouri-Kansas City. Kans., commercial 
zone and Weston. Mo., over all streets m 
Kansas City, Mo., and Kansas City, 
Kans., connecting with Missouri Hisn- 
way 45. thence on Missouri Highway 
to Weston, Mo., and return over the same 
route, for 180 days. Supporting shipper • 
Sandell Variety Store, Weston, mo. 
Sebus Brothers, Weston, Mo.: Rum f nq 
Hardware, Appliance & Furniture, o 
Main, Weston. MO; Charlies Furnitm* 
Clinic. 511 Main, Weston, MO: Qumicy 
Paint & Supply. 419 Main, Weston, mu- 
Judith R. Graves. 602 Fifth Street. 
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Weston, MO 64098; B k B Appliance, 406 
Main, Weston, MO 64098. Send protests 
to: John V. Barry, District Supervisor, 
Interstate Commerce Commission, Bu¬ 
reau of Operations, 1100 Federal Office 
Building. 911 Walnut Street, Kansas City, 
MO 64106. 

No. MC 136721 (Sub-No. 1 TA), filed 
June 5, 1972. Applicant: FREEMAN C. 
COREY, doing business as FREEMAN C. 
COREY & SON, R.FX>. No. 1, Washburn, 
Maine 04788. Applicant’s representative: 
John M. Cleary, 914 Washington Build¬ 
ing, 15th Street and New York Avenue, 
NW., Washington, D.C. 20005. Authority 
sought to operate as a contract carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Liquid potato starch, in 
bulk, in tank vehicles, from the inter¬ 
national boundary at the port of entry 
at Houlton, Maine to Houlton, Maine, for 
180 days. Supporting shipper: A. E. 
Staley Manufacturing Co. 2200 Eldorado 
Street, Decatur, IL 62525. Send protests 
to: Donald G. Weiler, District Supervisor, 
Bureau of Operations, Interstate Com¬ 
merce Commission, Room 307, 76 Pearl 
Street, Post Office Box 167 PSS, Portland, 
ME 04112. 


No. MC 136752 TA, filed June 1, 1972. 
Applicant: WALTER V. CECI, doing 
business as MARINER MARINE TRANS¬ 
PORT, 8211 Lankershim Boulevard, 
North Hollywood, CA 91605. Applicant’s 
representative: Seymour Fried, 9808 
Wilshire Boulevard, Beverly Hills, CA 
90212. Authority sought to operate as a 
contract carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Boats and 
supplemental equipment and accessories, 
such as motors , trailers, etc. from North 
Hollywood, Calif., to all States except 
Alaska and Hawaii, for 180 days. Sup- 
porting shipper: Catalina Yachts, Inc. 
®211 Lankershim Boulevard, North 
Hoily WOO( j CA 91605. Send protests to: 
t^trict Supervisor Philip Yallowitz, 
Bureau of Operations, Interstate Com- 
merce Commission, Room 7708 Federal 
Building, 300 North Los Angeles Street, 
Angeles, CA 90012. 


No. MC 136755 TA, filed June 2, 1972. 
Applicant: ROBERT L. MACON, 1501 
Bdgebrook Drive, Gamer, NC 27529. Au- 
“jonty sought to operate as a contract 
mZ ter ‘ motor vehicle, over irregular 
transporting: Structural clay 
Poducts and related manufacturing 
bel °nging to Boren Clay Prod- 
j^tween Points in North Carolina 
Carolina, on the one hand, 
tw °? ttle otber * all States or portions 
of tbe Mississippi River, for 
Pi-Jhf* Supporting shipper: Boren Clay 
27 ?iq Ct l Co ’ Pleas ant Garden, N.C. 
Anrii Se £ d Protests to: Archie W. 
Cnm£ WS ' District Supervisor, Interstate 
Commis sion, Bureau of Op- 
NC 2761i PoSt ° fflce Box 26896 - Raleigh, 


136779 TA * flled June 5 * 1972 
Applicant: trumbull transfer 

Part * OQ ~ 26, 125th Street, South Ozon 
tivp • ' a 11429 * Applicant’s representa 

as . Antbon y V. Bacarella (same addres 
ove). Authority sought to operat 


as a contract carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Swimwear, lounge garments, and acces¬ 
sories and commodities used in the man¬ 
ufacture thereof, between Peter Pan 
Swimwear International Division of U.S. 
Industries, Inc., 226 Cherry Street, 
Bridgeport, Conn., on the one hand, and, 
on the other, points in New York City, 
comercial zone, and Nassau County, N.Y., 
for 180 days. Supporting shipper: Peter 
Pan Division of U.S. Industries, Inc., 226 
Cherry Street, Bridgeport, CT. Send pro¬ 
tests to: Thomas W. Hopp, District 
Supervisor, Interstate Commerce Com¬ 
mission, Bureau of Operations, 26 Fed¬ 
eral Plaza, New York, NY 10007. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Robert L. Oswald, 

Secretary . 

|PR Doc.72-9456 Piled 6-21-72.8:53 am] 


(Notice 50] 

MOTOR CARRIER, BROKER, WATER 
CARRIER, AND FREIGHT FOR¬ 
WARDER APPLICATIONS 

June 16, 1972. 

The following applications (except as 
otherwise specifically noted, each appli¬ 
cant (on applications filed after 
March 27, 1972) states that there will 
be no significant effect on the quality of 
the human environment resulting from 
approval of its application), are gov¬ 
erned by Special Rule 1100.247 1 of the 
Commission’s general rules of practice 
(49 CFR, as amended), published in the 
Federal Register, issue of April 20, 1966, 
effective May 20. 1966. These rules pro¬ 
vide, among other things, that a protest 
to the granting of an application must 
be flled with the Commission within 30 
days after date of notice of filing of the 
application is published in the Federal 
Register. Failure seasonably to file a 
protest will be construed as a waiver of 
opposition and participation in the pro¬ 
ceeding. A protest under these rules 
should comply with section 247(d) (3) of 
the rules of practice which requires that 
it set forth specifically the grounds upon 
which it is made, contain a detailed 
statement of protestant’s interest in the 
proceeding (including a copy of the spe¬ 
cific portions of its authority which pro- 
testant believes to be in conflict with 
that sought in the application, and de¬ 
scribing in detail the method—whether 
by joinder, interline, or other means— 
by which protestant would use such au¬ 
thority to provide all or part of the serv¬ 
ice proposed), and shall specify with 
particularity the facts, matters, and 
things relied upon, but shall not include 
issues or allegations phrased generally. 
Protests not in reasonable compliance 
with the requirements of the rules may 
be rejected. The original and one copy 
of the protest shall be filed with the 
Commission, and a copy shall be served 


1 Copies of Special Rule 247 (as amended) 
can be obtained by writing to the Secretary, 
Interstate Commerce Commission, Washing¬ 
ton, D.C. 20423. 


concurrently upon applicant’s represent¬ 
ative, or applicant if no representative is 
named. If the protest includes a request 
for oral hearing, such requests shall 
meet the requirements of section 247 
(d) (4) of the special rules, and shall in¬ 
clude the certification required therein. 

Section 247(f) of the Commission’s 
rules of practice further provides that 
each applicant shall, if protests to its 
application have been filed, and witliin 
60 days of the date of this publication, 
notify the Commission in writing (1) 
that it is ready to proceed and prosecute 
the application, or (2) that it wishes to 
withdraw the application, failure in 
which the application will be dismissed 
by the Commission. 

Further processing steps (whether 
modified procedure, oral hearing, or 
other procedures) will be determined 
generally in accordance with the Com¬ 
mission’s general policy statement con¬ 
cerning motor carrier licensing proce¬ 
dures. published in the Federal Regis¬ 
ter, issue of May 3. 1966. This assign¬ 
ment will be by Commission order which 
will be served on each party of record. 
Broadening amendments will not be ac¬ 
cepted after the date of this publication 
except for good cause shown, and re¬ 
strictive amendments will not be enter¬ 
tained following publication in the Fed¬ 
eral Register of a notice that the pro¬ 
ceeding has been assigned for oral hear¬ 
ing. 

No. MC 2202 (Sub-No. 407). filed May 
17, 1972. Applicant: ROADWAY EX¬ 
PRESS, INC., 1077 Gorge Boulevard, 
Post Office Box 471, Akron, OH 44309. 
Applicant’s representative: James W. 
Conner, Post Office Box 471, Akron, OH 
44309. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Imple¬ 
ments, tools, hardtvard, and houseware 
handles, from Diboll, Tex., to points in 
Alabama. Georgia, Illinois, Indiana, 
Iowa, Kansas, Kentucky, Michigan, 
Minnesota, Missouri, Mississippi, Ne¬ 
braska, Ohio, Oklahoma, Tennessee. 
Wisconsin, and West Virginia. Note: 
Common control may be involved. Appli¬ 
cant states that the requested authority 
can be tacked with its existing authority, 
but indicates that it has no present in¬ 
tention to tack and therefore does not 
identify the points or territories which 
can be served through tacking. Persons 
interested in the tacking possibilities are 
cautioned that failure to oppose the ap¬ 
plication may result in an unrestricted 
grant of authority. If a hearing is 
deemed necessary, applicant requests it 
be held at Dallas, Tex., or Washington, 
D.C. 

No. MC 5470 (Sub-No. 67), filed May 
10, 1972. Applicant: TAJON, INC., Rural 
Delivery No. 5, Post Office Box 146, Mer¬ 
cer, PA 16137. Applicant's representa¬ 
tive: Donald Cross, Munsey Building, 
Washington, D.C. 20004. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by 
motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Alloys, granular refrac¬ 
tories, ores, minerals, and exothermic 
materials, in dump vehicle, between Wil¬ 
mington, Del., on the one hand, and, on 
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the other, points in the United States 
(except Alaska and Hawaii, and points 
in Cumberland, Salem. Gloucester. Cape 
May, Atlantic, Camden, and Burlington 
Counties, N.J.). Note: Applicant states 
that the requested authority cannot be 
tacked with its existing authority. No 
duplicate authority is being sought. If a 
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at Washington. D.C., 
or Buffalo, N.Y. 

No. MC 9050 (Sub-No. 33), filed May 9, 
1972. Applicant: SEGER BROS., a cor¬ 
poration, Hillside Avenue, Kenvil, N.J. 
07847. Applicant’s representative: 
Charles E. Creager, Suite 523, 816 Easley 
Street, Silver Spring, MD 20910. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a contract 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Blasting materials 
and blasting supplies, between McAdory, 
Ala., on the one h$nd, and, on the other, 
points in Connecticut, Delaware, Maine. 
Maryland, Massachusetts. New Hamp¬ 
shire, New Jersey. New York, Pennsyl¬ 
vania, Rhode Island, Vermont, and the 
District of Columbia, under contract 
with Hercules, Inc. Note: If a hearing is 
deemed necessary, applicant requests it 
be held at Washington. D.C. 

No. MC 20783 (Sub-No. 88). filed May 
17. 1972. Applicant: TOMPKINS 

MOTOR LINES, INC., 638 Langley 
Place, Decatur, GA 30030. Applicant’s 
representative: John P. Carlton. 327 
Prank Nelson Building, Birmingham, 
Ala. 35203. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Foodstuffs (except in bulk), moving in* 
vehicles equipped with mechanical re¬ 
frigeration, from paints in Davidson 
County, Tenn., to points in Kentucky, 
Missouri, Iowa, Minnesota. Wisconsin, 
Illinois, Ohio. Indiana, Michigan, Penn¬ 
sylvania, Virginia, West Virginia, and 
Maryland. Note: Applicant states it in¬ 
tends to tack the authority sought with 
presently held authority under its basic 
certificate No. MC 20783. If a hearing is 
deemed necessary, applicant requests it 
be held at Nashville, Tenn. 

No. MC 29886 (Sub-No. 281). filed 
May 9, 1972. Applicant: DALLAS & 
MAVIS FORWARDING CO., INC., 4000 
West Sample Street, South Bend, 
IN 46621. Applicant’s representative: 
Charles Pieroni (same address as appli¬ 
cant). Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier , by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Self-pro¬ 
pelled articles weighing 15,000 pounds or 
more, and related machinery, tools, parts, 
and supplies moving in connection there¬ 
with from Chattanooga, Tenn., to points 
in Maryland, New Jersey, New York, 
Pennsylvania, Ohio, Michigan, Indiana, 
Illinois. Wisconsin, Missouri, Iowa, Min¬ 
nesota, North Dakota, South Dakota, 
Nebraska, and Kansas. Note: Common 
control may be involved. Applicant 
states that the requested authority can 
be tacked with its existing authority in 
connection with Subs 184, 189, 208, 55, 
122. If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Washing¬ 
ton, D.C., or Chattanooga, Tenn. 


No. MC 30844 (Sub-No. 409), filed 
May 18, 1972. Applicant: KROBLIN RE¬ 
FRIGERATED XPRESS, INC., 2125 
Commercial Street, Waterloo, IA 50704. 
Applicant’s representative: Truman A. 
Stockton, Jr., 1650 Grant Street Building. 
Denver, CO. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: Meat, 
meat products, meat byproducts, and 
articles distributed by meat packing¬ 
houses , as described in sections A and C 
of Appendix I to the report in Descrip¬ 
tions in Motor Carrier Certificates , 61 
M.C.C. 209 and 766 (except commodities 
in bulk and hides), from Fremont and 
Nebraska City, Nebr., to points in Con¬ 
necticut, Delaware. Maine. Maryland, 
Massachusetts, Michigan, New Hamp¬ 
shire. New Jersey, New York. North 
Carolina, Ohio, Pennsylvania, Rhode Is¬ 
land. South Carolina, Vermont, Virginia, 
West Virginia, and the District of Co¬ 
lumbia, restricted to shipments originat¬ 
ing at the plantsites and facilities of 
American Beef Packers, Inc., at the 
above-named origins. Note: Common 
control may be involved. If a hearing is 
deemed necessary, applicant requests it 
be held at Washington. D.C., or Denver. 
Colo. 

No. MC 30844 ^Sub-No. 410). filed May 
18, 1972. Applicant: TAKIN BROS. 

FREIGHT LINE, INC., 2125 Commer¬ 
cial Street, Waterloo, IA 50704. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Truman A. Stock- 
ton, Jr., 1650 Grant Street Building, 
Denver, CO. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier , by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: Gen¬ 
eral commodities (except those of un¬ 
usual value, livestock, classes A and B 
explosives, household goods as defined by 
the Commission, commodities in bulk, 
and those requiring special equipment), 
serving Forest City, Iowa, as an off-route 
point in conjunction with carrier’s au¬ 
thorized regular route operations. Note: 
Common control may be involved. Appli¬ 
cant states that the requested authority 
can be tacked to regular route authori¬ 
ties held by applicant at Mason City. 
Iowa. If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Washing¬ 
ton, D.C., or Minneapolis, Minn. 

No. MC 30844 (Sub-No. 411), filed 
May 30, 1972. Applicant: KROBLIN RE¬ 
FRIGERATED XPRESS. INC.. 2125 
Commercial Street, Waterloo. IA 50704. 
Applicant’s representative: Truman A. 
Stockton, Jr.. 1650 Grant Street Build¬ 
ing, Denver. CO. Authority sought to op¬ 
erate as a common carrier , by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Frozen foods, from Deerfield and 
Chicago, HI., to points in Maine, New 
Hampshire, Vermont, Virginia, and West 
Virginia, restricted to shipments origi¬ 
nating at the plantsites and facilities of 
Kitchens of Sara Lee. Note: Applicant 
states that the requested authority can¬ 
not be tacked with its existing author¬ 
ity. If a hearing is deemed necessary, ap¬ 
plicant requests it be held at Chicago. HI., 
or Washington, D.C. 

No. MC 35807 (Sub-No. 24), filed 
May 16, 1972. Applicant: WELLS 


FARGO ARMORED SERVICE CORPO¬ 
RATION, Post Office Box 4313, Atlanta, 
GA 30302. Applicant’s representative: 
Harry J. Jordan, 1000 16th Street NW . 
Washington, DC 20036. Authority sought 
to operate as a contract carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Checks, business records, audit and 
accounting media, between El Paso, Tex., 
on the one hand, and. on the other, 
points in Dona Ana. Otero. Lincoln. 
Chaves. Eddy, Luna, Hidalgo, Grant, and 
Sierra Counties, N. Mex., under contract 
with Financial Computer Services. Inc 
Note : Common control may be involved. 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, appli¬ 
cant requests it be held at Santa Pe, 
N. Mex.. or Atlanta. Ga. 

No. MC 41635 (Sub-No. 48), filed 
May 10, 1972. Applicant: DEALERS 
TRANSPORT COMPANY, a corpora¬ 
tion. 1368 Riverside Boulevard. Post Of¬ 
fice Box 2482, Desota Station. Memphis, 
TN 38102. Applicant’s representative: 
Charles H. Hudson, Jr., 601 Stahlman 
Building, Nashville, Tenn. 37201. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Automobiles, buses, 
and trucks, in secondary movements by 
driveaway and truckaway. from Baton 
Rouge. La., to Tulsa and Oklahoma City, 
Okla., Overland Park and Wichita. 
Kans.. and San Antonio, Lubbock. Irv¬ 
ing. Houston. Fort Worth, Dallas. Beau¬ 
mont, Corpus Christi, Amarillo, Arling¬ 
ton, and Abilene. Tex. Note: Applicant 
states that the requested authority can¬ 
not be tacked with its existing authority 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, appli¬ 
cant requests it be held at Baton Rouge 
or New Orleans. La., or Memphis, Tenn 

No. MC 42487 (Sub-No. 792>. filed 
May 22. 1972. Applicant: CONSOLI¬ 
DATED FREIGHTWAYS CORPORA¬ 
TION OF DELAWARE. 175 LinfleM 
Drive, Menlo Park, CA 94025. Applicant's 
representative: V. R. Oldenburg, Pest 
Office Box 5138. Chicago, IL 60680. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
routes, transporting: General commodi¬ 
ties (except those of unusual value, 
classes A and B explosives, household 
goods as defined by the Commission, 
commodities in bulk and those requiring 
special equipment), (1) Between Madi¬ 
son, and Greensboro, Ga., serving no in¬ 
termediate points; from Madison over 
U.S. Highway 278 to Greensboro 
return over the same route; and (2) Be - 
tween Athens and Greensboro, Ga., son* 
ing no intermediate points: From 
over combination highways U.S. H w- 
way 129 and U.S. Highway 441 to Wa l * 
kinsville, Ga., thence over Georgia Hign- 
way 15 to Greensboro, and return over 
the same route. Note: If a hearing » 
deemed necessary, applicant requests 
be held at Atlanta, Ga. 

No. MC 48958 (Sub-No. 

May 26. 1972. Applicant: ILUNOPr 
CALIFORNIA EXPRESS, INC.. 510 
51st Avenue. Denver, CO 80210. APP 
cant’s representative: Robert W. Wns • 
Jr., Post Office Box 16404, Denver. 
80216. Authority sought to operate as 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, o 
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regular routes, transporting: General 
commodities (except those of unusual 
value, household goods as defined by the 
Commission, commodities in bulk, and 
those requiring special equipment), (1) 
Between Salt Lake City, Utah, and San 
Francisco, Calif., (a) from Salt Lake 
City, Utah, over U.S. Highway 40 (also 
Interstate Highway 80) to San Francisco, 
Calif., and return over the same route: 
and (b) from Salt Lake City, Utah, over 
U.S. Highway 40 (also Interstate High¬ 
way 80) to junction U.S. Highway Alter¬ 
nate 50, near Wendover, Nev., thence 
over U.S. Highway Alternate 50 to Ely, 
Nev., thence over U.S. Highway 50 to 
San Francisco, Calif.; (also from junction 
U.S. Highway 50 and U.S. Highway Alter¬ 
nate 95, near Fallon, Nev., to junction 
US. Highway Alternate 95 and U.S. 
Highway 40 (also Interstate Highway 80) 
near Famley, Nev., over U.S. Highway 
Alternate 95) and return over the same 
routes, serving all intermediate points 
and the off-route point of Tooele, Utah; 
and (2) between Salt Lake City, and 
Ogden, Utah, from Salt Lake City, Utah, 
over U.S. Highway 89 (also Interstate 
Highway 15) to Ogden, Utah, and return 
over the same route, serving all inter¬ 
mediate points. Note: If a hearing is 
deemed necessary, applicant requests it 
be held at San Francisco, Calif., or Salt 
Lake City, Utah. 

No. MC 51146 (Sub-No. 275), filed 
May 9, 1972. Applicant: SCHNEIDER 
TRANSPORT, INC., 2661 South Broad¬ 
way, Green Bay, WI 54304. Applicant’s 
representative: Charles Singer, 33 North 
Dearborn, Chicago, IL 60602. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Paper and paper products, 
plastic products, and products produced 
or distributed by manufacturers and con¬ 
verters of paper, and paper products, and 
Plastic products (except commodities in 
bulk), from Sheldon, Tex., to points in 
North Dakota, South Dakota, Nebraska, 
Kansas, Oklahoma, Minnesota, Iowa, 
Missouri, Arkansas, Louisiana, Missis¬ 
sippi, Tennessee, Kentucky. Illinois, Wis¬ 
consin, Michigan, Indiana, Ohio, South 
Carolina, North Carolina, Virginia, West 
Virginia, Pennsylvania, New York, 
Massachusetts, Connecticut, Rhode Is¬ 
land, New Jersey, Maryland, Delaware, 
and the District of Columbia. Note : Com¬ 
mon control may be involved. Applicant 
states that the requested authority could 
pc tacked with various subs of its au¬ 
thority under MC 51146, and will tack 
feasible, but does not identify the 
Points or territories which can be served 
through tacking. Persons interested in 
« e tacking possibilities are cautioned 
that failure to oppose the application 
may result in an unrestricted grant of 
uthority. Applicant further states no 
hupiicating authority sought. If a hearing 
« deemed necessary, applicant requests 
11 ** hel d at St. Louis. Mo. 

N°. MC 51146 (Sub-No. 276), filed 
W. 1972. Applicant: SCHNEIDER 
(KANsport, me., 2661 South Broad- 
way. Green Bay. WI 54304. Applicant’s 
I^resentathre; Charles Singer, 33 North 
dearborn, Chicago, IL 60602. Authority 


sought to operate as a common carrier , 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Paper and paper prod¬ 
ucts, plastic products, and products pro¬ 
duced or distributed by manufacturers 
and converters of paper and paper prod¬ 
ucts, and plastic products (except com¬ 
modities in bulk), from Birmingham, 
Ala., to points in North Dakota, South 
Dakota, Nebraska, Kansas, Oklahoma, 
Arkansas, Missouri, Iowa, Minnesota, 
Wisconsin, Illinois, Michigan, Ohio, In¬ 
diana, Kentucky, and Tennessee. Note: 
Common control may be involved. Appli¬ 
cant states that the requested authority 
could be tacked with various subs of its 
authority under MC 51146, and will tack 
where feasible, but does not identify the 
points or territories which can be served 
the tacking possibilities are cautioned 
that failure to oppose the application 
may result in an unrestricted grant of 
authority. Applicant further states no 
duplicating authority sought. If a hear¬ 
ing is deemed necessary, applicant re¬ 
quests it be held at St. Louis, Mo. 

No. MC 51146 (Sub-No. 278), filed 
May 18, 1972. Applicant: SCHNEIDER 
TRANSPORT, INC., 2661 South Broad¬ 
way, Green Bay, WI 54304. Applicant’s 
representative: Charles Singer, 33 North 
Dearborn, Chicago, IL 60602. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Equipment, materials, and 
supplies used in the production and dis¬ 
tribution of cellulose materials and prod¬ 
ucts, and paper and paper products, from 
points in New Jersey to the plantsites of 
Charmin Paper Products Co. at Cheboy¬ 
gan, Mich., and near Neely’s Landing, 
Mo. Note: Applicant states that the re¬ 
quested authority could be tacked with 
various subs of MC 51146 and applicant 
will tack with its MC 51146 where feasi¬ 
ble. Applicant has various duplicative 
items of authority under various subs 
but does not seek duplicative authority. 
Note : Common control may be involved. 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, appli¬ 
cant requests it be held at Washington, 
D.C. 

No. MC 51146 (Sub-No. 277), filed 
May 10, 1972. Applicant: SCHNEIDER 
TRANSPORT, INC.. 2661 South Broad¬ 
way, Green Bay, WI 54304. Applicant’s 
representative: Charles Singer, 33 North 
Dearborn, Chicago, IL 60602. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Paper and paper products, 
plastic products, and products produced 
or distributed by manufacturers and con¬ 
verters of paper and paper products, and 
plastic products (except commodities in 
bulk), from Dallas, Tex., to points in 
North Dakota, South Dakota, Nebraska, 
Kansas, Oklahoma, Arkansas, Missouri, 
Iowa, Minnesota, Wisconsin, Illinois, 
Michigan, Ohio, Indiana, Kentucky, and 
Tennessee. Note: Common control may 
be involved. Applicant states that the re¬ 
quested authority could be tacked with 
various subs of MC 51146, and will tack 
where feasible, but does not identify the 
points or territories which can be served 
through tacking. Persons interested in 
the tacking possibilities are cautioned 


that failure to oppose the application 
may result in an unrestricted grant of 
authority. Applicant further states no 
duplicating authority sought. If a hear¬ 
ing is deemed necessary, applicant re¬ 
quests it be held at St. Louis. Mo. 

No. MC 52587 (Sub-No. 11), filed 
May 17, 1972. Applicant: O. K. MOTOR 
SERVICE, INC., 3400 South Pulaski 
Road, Chicago, IL 60623. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: Allan B. Torhorst, 217 East 
Jefferson Street, Post Office Box 307, 
Burlington, WI 53105. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: General commomodities (except 
those of unusual value, classes A and B 
explosives, household goods as defined by 
the Commission, commodities in bulk, 
and those requiring special equipment). 
betw T een the town of Bristol, Kenosha 
County, Wis., west of U.S. Highway 45, 
points in Racine County, Wis., west of 
U.S. Highway 45, points in Walworth 
County, Wis.. and points in Waukesha 
County, Wis. (except Waukesha). Note: 
Applicant states it intends to tack its 
existing authority over at the town of 
Bristol. Kenosha County, Wis., to pro¬ 
vide service between points otherwise au¬ 
thorized to it. If a hearing is deemed nec¬ 
essary, applicant requests it be held at 
Milwaukee, Wis. 

No. MC 53965 (Sub-No. 85), filed 
May 8, 1972. Applicant: GRAVES 

TRUCK LINES, INC., 739 North 10th, 
Salina, KS 67401. Applicant’s represent¬ 
ative: John E. Jandera, 641 Harrison 
Street, Topeka, KS 66603. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Meats, meat products, and 
meat byproducts, as described in sections 
A, B, and C of appendix I to the report 
in Descriptions in Motor Carrier Certifi¬ 
cates, 61 M.C.C. 209 and 766 (except hides 
and commodities in bulk), from the 
plantsite and/or storage facilities uti¬ 
lized by Wilson Certified Foods, Inc., at 
Marshall, Mo., to points in Colorado, 
Kansas, and Nebraska, restricted to traf¬ 
fic originating at Marshall, Mo., and 
destined to points in the above-named 
States. Note: Applicant states that the 
requested authority cannot be tacked 
with its existing authority. If a hearing 
is deemed necessary, applicant requests 
it be held at Oklahoma City, Okla. 

No. MC 59668 (Sub-No. 6), filed May 
18, 1972. Applicant: HAROLD G. CLINE, 
INC., Post Office Box 352, Harding High¬ 
way and Dupont Road, Pemis Grove, NJ 
08069. Applicant’s representative: M. 
Bruce Morgan, 201 Azar Building. Glen 
Bumie, Md. 21061. Authority sought to 
operate as a contract carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Solidified carbon dioxide, in boxes, 
containers, or in insulated boxes, or in¬ 
sulated trailers, (a) from Gibbstown, 
N.J., to Thompsonville, Conn.; (b) from 
Philadelphia, Pa., to Boston, Mass.; New¬ 
ark and Carney, N.J., New York, N.Y., 
and Thompsonville, Conn.; (c) from 
Gibbstown, N.J., to Stratford, Conn., and 
(d) between Hopewell, Va., and Newark, 
N.J., under contract with Thermice 
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Corp., division of Publicker Industries; 
Cardox, division of Chemtron Corp., and 
Airco Industries Gases, division of Airco, 
Inc. Note; If a hearing is deemed neces¬ 
sary, applicant requests it be held at 
Wilmington, Del., Philadelphia, Pa., or 
Washington, D.C. 

No. MC 68100 (Sub-No. 16). filed April 
27, 1972. Applicant: D. P. BONHAM 
TRANSFER. INC., 318 South Adeline, 
Bartlesville. OK 74003. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: D. D. Brunson, 419 North¬ 
west Sixth, Oklahoma City, OK 73102. 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Pumps, oil well 
pumping units, machinery, materials, 
and equipment, used in the distribution, 
installation, or manufacture of well 
pumping units, from points in Louisiana. 
Mississippi, Georgia, Alabama, Florida, 
North Dakota, South Dakota, Nebraska, 
California, Utah, and Alaska to Bartles¬ 
ville, Okla. Note: Applicant states that 
the requested authority cannot be tacked 
with its existing authority. If a hearing 
is deemed necessary, applicant requests 
it be held at Tulsa, Okla., Dallas, Tex., or 
Oklahoma City, Okla. 

No. MC 73688 (Sub-No. 55). filed May 
12, 1972. Applicant: SOUTHERN 

TRUCKING CORPORATION, 1500 
Orenda Avenue, Post Office Box 7182, 
Memphis, TN 38107. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Charles H. Hudson, Jr., 601 
Stahlman Building, Nashville, Tenn. 
37201. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Unfin¬ 
ished metal castings or molds, from the 
plantsite of Central Foundry Co., at Holt, 
Ala., to points in Missouri, Kentucky, 
West Virginia, Virginia, North Carolina, 
South Carolina, Georgia, Florida, Mis¬ 
sissippi, Louisiana, Texas, Tennessee, Ar¬ 
kansas, and Oklahoma. Note : Applicant 
states that the requested authority can¬ 
not be tacked with its existing authority. 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, appli¬ 
cant requests it be held at Birmingham, 
Ala. 

No. MC 73668 (Sub-No. 56), filed May 
22, 1972. Applicant: SOUTHERN 

TRUCKING CORPORATION, 1500 
Orenda Avenue, Memphis, TN 38107. Ap¬ 
plicant’s representative: Charles H. Hud¬ 
son, Jr., 601 Stahlman Building, Nash¬ 
ville, Tenn. 37201. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Plywood, from Memphis, Tenn., to 
points in Alabama. Note: Applicant 
states that the requested authority can 
be tacked with its existing authority, but 
indicates that it has no present inten¬ 
tion to tack and therefore does not iden¬ 
tify the points or territories which can be 
served through tacking. Persons inter¬ 
ested in the tacking possibilities are cau¬ 
tioned that failure to oppose the applica¬ 
tion may result in an unrestricted grant 
of authority. If a hearing is deemed nec- 
esary, applicant requests it be held at 
Memphis, Tenn. 

No. MC 75830 (Sub-No. 10), filed 
May 15, 1972. Applicant: INTER-CITY 
TRANSPORT & MOTOR COMPANY, a 


corporation. Post Office Box 88. Buck- 
hannon, WV 26201. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: John A. Vuono, 2310 Grant 
Building, Pittsburgh, Pa. 15219. Author¬ 
ity sought to operate as a contract car¬ 
rier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Such commodities 
as are dealt in by retail drug and variety 
stores and equipment, materials , and sup¬ 
plies, used in the conduct of such busi¬ 
ness, between points in O’Hara Town¬ 
ship, Allegheny County, on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points in Indiana, Il¬ 
linois, Kentucky. Maryland, the Lower 
Peninsula of Michigan, Minnesota, Ohio, 
Pennsylvania, Tennessee, and Wisconsin. 
Restriction: The operations authorized 
herein are limited to a transportation 
service to be performed under a contin¬ 
uing contract, or contracts, with Thrift 
Drug Division of J. C. Penney Co., Inc., 
of New York, N.Y. Note: If a hearing is 
deemed necessary, applicant requests it 
be held at Pittsburgh, Pa., or Washing¬ 
ton, D.C. 

No. MC 83539 (Sub-No. 342), filed 
May 17, 1972. Applicant: C & H TRANS¬ 
PORTATION CO., INC., 1936 2010 West 
Commerce Street, Po6t Office Box 5976, 
Dallas, TX 75222. Applicant’s represent¬ 
ative: Thomas E. James (same address 
as applicant). Authority sought to oper¬ 
ate as a common carrier, by motor ve¬ 
hicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Pipe and pipe fittings, cast iron 
meter boxes, manhole frames and man¬ 
hole covers, except those which because 
of size or weight require the use of spe¬ 
cial equipment, and except pipe and pipe 
fittings such as are included in the first 
findings of the Commission in T. E. Mer¬ 
cer and G. E. Mercer Extension—Oil 
Field Commodities, 74 M.C.C. 459, 543, 
from Swan, Tex., to points in Arizona. 
Colorado, Florida, Montana, Nebraska, 
New Mexico, North Dakota, South Da¬ 
kota, Utah, and Wyoming. Note: Com¬ 
mon control may be involved. Applicant 
states that the requested authority can 
be tacked with its existing authority 
but indicates that it has no present in¬ 
tention to tack and therefore does not 
identify the points or territories which 
can be served through tacking. Persons 
interested in the tacking possibilities are 
cautioned that failure to oppose the ap¬ 
plication may result in an unrestricted 
grant of authority. If a hearing is deemed 
necessary, applicant requests it be held at 
Dallas, Tex. 

No. MC 83539 (Sub-No. 343), filed 
May 23. 1972. Applicant: C & H TRANS¬ 
PORTATION CO., INC., 1936 2010 West 
Commerce Street. Post Office Box 5976, 
Dallas, TX 75222. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Thomas E. James (same ad¬ 
dress as above), Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: (1) Circuit breakers the transporta¬ 
tion of which because of size or weight 
requires the use of special equipment and 
(2) circuit breaker parts when moving 
in mixed loads with the articles described 
in (1), from the plantsite and storage 
facilities of I.T.E. Imperial Corp. < Power 
and Circuit Breaker Division) at Downey, 
Calif., to points in the United States 


(except California and Hawaii >. Appli¬ 
cant is authorized by certificate No. MC 
83539 Sub 287 to provide from the sup¬ 
porting shipper’s plantsite and facilities 
at Los Angeles, Calif., the identical sen- 
ices here sought to be authorized from 
Downey, Calif., to which points said 
plant and facilities are being moved. 
Note : Common control may be involved. 
Note: Applicant states that the re¬ 
quested authority can be tacked with Its 
existing authority, but indicates that it 
has no present intention to tack and 
therefore does not identify the points or 
territories which can be served through 
tacking. Persons interesting in the tack¬ 
ing possibilities are cautioned that failure 
to oppose the application may result in an 
unrestricted grant of authority. If a 
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at Los Angeles, Calif 


No. MC 83539 (Sub-No. 344). filed 
May 22. 1972. Applicant: C & H TRANS¬ 
PORTATION CO.. INC., 1936 2010 West 
Commerce Street, Post Office Box 5976, 
Dallas. TX 75222. Applicant’s representa¬ 
tive: Thomas E. James (same address as 
applicant). Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Lumber and lumber products, from Flag¬ 
staff, Fredonia, and Winslow, Ariz.. and 
Panguitch, Utah, to points in Illinois, 
Indiana, Iowa, Kentucky, Michigan. 
Ohio, Tennessee, and Wisconsin. Non: 
Applicant states tacking is possible, but 
not intended at this time. Persons in¬ 
terested in the tacking possibilities are 
cautioned that failure to oppose the 
application may result in an unrestricted 
grant of authority. If a hearing is deemed 
necessary, applicant requests it be held 
at Phoenix, Ariz., or Dallas, Tex. 


No. MC 94350 (Sub-No. 313>. filed 
May 24, 1972. Applicant: TRANSIT 

HOMES, INC., Post Office Box 1628. 
Haywood Road, Greenville, SC 29602- 
Applicant’s representative: Mitchell 
King. Jr. (same address as applied • 
Authority sought to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: Trails 
designed to be drawn by passenger auto¬ 
mobiles in initial shipments, from points 
in Christian County, Ky., to points in 
the United States east of the Montana- 
Wyoming, Colorado, New Mexico bound¬ 
ary line. Note : Applicant states that tn 
requested authority cannot be tacK 
with its existing authority. Common con¬ 
trol may be involved. If a hearing 
deemed necessary, applicant requests 
be held at Nashville, Tenn. 


No. MC 105813 (Sub-No. 186).^ 
May 11. 1972. Applicant: BELFO^ 
TRUCKING CO.. INC.. 3500 Nortlwes 1 
79th Avenue, Miami. FL 33146. ApP ' 
cant’s representative: Arnold L. Bur • 
127 North Dearborn Street. Chicago, ^ 
60602. Authority sought to operate as 
common carrier , by motor vehicle, o 
irregular routes, transporting: *r- 
foodstuffs, from New Hampton. ’ 
to points in Alabama. Florida. Geo & - 
North Carolina. South Carolina, w 
Tennessee, restricted to shipments ob . 
nating at the plantsites and facilit 
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Kitchens of Sara Lee at New Hampton, 
Iowa. Note: Common control may be 
involved. Applicant states that the re¬ 
quested authority cannot be tacked with 
its existing authority. If a hearing is 
deemed necessary, applicant requests it 
be held at Chicago, HI. 

No. MC 106398 (Sub-No. 603), filed 
May 15, 1972. Applicant: NATIONAL 
TRAILER CONVOY, INC., 1925 Na¬ 
tional Plaza, Tulsa, OK 74151. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Irvin Tull (same 
address as applicant). Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier , by mo¬ 
tor vehicle, over irregular routes, trans¬ 
porting: Trailers , designed to be drawn 
by passenger automobiles, in initial 
movements, from points in Rockingham 
County, N.C., to points in the United 
States (except Alaska and Hawaii). 
Note: Common control may be involved. 
Applicant states that the requested au¬ 
thority cannot be tacked with its exist¬ 
ing authority. If a hearing is deemed 
necessary, applicant requests it be held 
at Winston-Salem or Charlotte, N.C. 


No. MC 106398 (Sub-No. 605), filed 
May 10. 1972. Applicant: NATIONAL 
TRAILER CONVOY, INC., 1925 Na¬ 
tional Plaza, Tulsa, OK 74151. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Irvin Tull (same 
address as applicant). Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier , by mo¬ 
tor vehicle, over irregular routes, trans¬ 
porting: Trailers, designed to be drawn 
by passenger automobiles, in initial 
movements, from points in Henderson 
County, Tenn., to points in the United 
States (except Alaska and Hawaii). 
Note: Applicant states that the re¬ 
quested authority cannot be tacked with 
its existing authority. Common control 
and dual operations may be involved. If a 
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at Memphis or Nash¬ 
ville, Tenn. 


No. MC 106398 (Sub-No. 606), filed 
May 10, 1972. Applicant: NATIONAL 
FRAILER. CONVOY, INC., 1925 Na¬ 
tional Plaza, Tulsa, OK 74151. Appli¬ 
cants representative: Irvin Tull (same 
address as applicant). Authority sought 
J° ^rate as a common carrier , by mo¬ 
tor vehicle, over irregular routes, trans¬ 
porting: Glass , flat, from Carleton, 
r! cn - to points in the United States 
except Alaska and Hawaii), restricted 
jo traffic originating at point of manu- 
T J* ur ®- ? OTE: Applicant states that the 
aut hority cannot be tacked 
trLi U existing authority. Common con- 
vnivJj 11 ?* dual °P erati ons may be in- 
annii a hearin g is deemed necessary, 
Mi?h Cant requests lt be hel <* a ^ Detroit. 


,^ C . 106398 (Sub-No. 607). filec 
TRatt 1 ^* 972 - Applicant: NATIONAI 
^ULER CONVOY, INC., 1925 National 

resAntoT^ 83 ' OI ^ Applicant’s rep- 

. lrvln Tul1 (same address a* 
as a / nt) * Autbori ty sought to operate 
over carrier > by motor vehicle 

CeL? l6gular routes * transporting: (1) 
iurrinn &*&&**> including 

ac c e<isn'ril tUddi1 } 0, lathin O» an d ribbing 
in the w' materials, and supplies used 
ne installation of furring, studding 


lathing, and ribbing (except lumber and 
commodities in bulk), from Glen Burnie, 
Md., to points in Connecticut, Delaware, 
Florida, Georgia, Maine. Massachusetts, 
New Hampshire, New Jersey, New York, 
North Carolina, Pennsylvania, Rhode Is¬ 
land, South Carolina, Vermont, Virginia, 
West Virginia, and the District of Co¬ 
lumbia, (2) materials used in the manu¬ 
facture of the foregoing commodities, be¬ 
tween Glen Burnie, Md., and Chicago, 
HI. Note: Applicant states that the re¬ 
quested authority cannot be tacked with 
its existing authority. Common control 
and dual operations may be involved. If 
a hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at Washington, D.C- 
or Baltimore, Md. 

No. MC 106497 (Sub-No. 69), filed May 
26, 1972. Applicant: PARKHILL TRUCK 
COMPANY, a corporation, Post Office 
Box 912, Joplin, MO 64801. Applicant’s 
representative: A. N. Jacobs, Post Office 
Box 113, Joplin, MO 64801. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular "routes, 
transporting: Plastic pipe and plastic 
tubing, parts, attachments, and accesso¬ 
ries moving in connection therewith, 
from the plantsite of Tex-Tube Division 
Detroit Steel Corp., a division of Cyclops 
Corp. located in Houston, Tex., to points 
in the United States (except Alaska and 
Hawaii). Note: Applicant states that the 
requested authority cannot be tacked 
with its existing authority. Common con¬ 
trol may be involved. If a hearing is 
deemed necessary, applicant requests it 
be held at Dallas, Tex., or Washington, 
D.C. 

No. MC 106644 (Sub-No. 141), filed 
May 30, 1972. Applicant: SUPERIOR 
TRUCKING COMPANY, INC., Post Of¬ 
fice Box 916, Atlanta, GA 30301. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Duane W. Acklie, 
Post Office Box 80806, Lincoln, NE 68501. 
Authority sought to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over irreg¬ 
ular routes, transporting: Conduits or 
pipe plastic: fittings, plastic or iron; cou¬ 
plings, plastic or iron; connections, plas¬ 
tic or other than plastic; valves, other 
than plastic; hydrants, other than plas¬ 
tic and materials and supplies necessary 
for the installation thereof, from Clow 
Corp. plantsites and warehouse facili¬ 
ties near Buckhannon, W. Va., to points 
in Arkansas, Louisiana, Oklahoma, Mis¬ 
souri, Texas, Alabama, Florida, Georgia, 
Mississippi, North Carolina, South Caro¬ 
lina, Tennessee, Virginia, and Ken¬ 
tucky. Note: Applicant holds contract 
carrier authority under MC 104724 (Sub- 
13), therefore dual operations and com¬ 
mon control may be involved. Applicant 
states that the requested authority can 
be tacked with its existing authority, but 
indicates that it has no present inten¬ 
tion to tack and therefore does not iden¬ 
tify the points or territories which can 
be served through tacking. Persons in¬ 
terested in the tacking possibilities are 
cautioned that failure to oppose the ap¬ 
plication may result in an unrestricted 
grant of authority. If a hearing is deemed 
necessary, applicant requests it be held 
at Washington, D.C. 


No. MC 107515 (Sub-No. 802), filed 
May 12,1972. Applicant: REFRIGERAT¬ 
ED TRANSPORT CO., INC., Post Office 
Box 308, Forest Park, GA 30050. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Paul M. Daniell, 
Post Office Box 872, Atlanta, GA 30301. 
Authority sought to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over irreg¬ 
ular routes, transporting: Meats, meat 
products, and meat byproducts as defined 
by the Commission (except hides and 
commodities in bulk), from Augusta. Ga., 
to Scranton, Pa. Note: Applicant states 
that the requested authority cannot be 
tacked with its existing authority. Com¬ 
mon control may be involved. If a hear¬ 
ing is deemed necessary, applicant re¬ 
quests it be held at Atlanta, Ga. 

No. MC 108341 (Sub-No. 30), filed 
May 15,1972. Applicant: MOSS TRUCK¬ 
ING COMPANY, INC., Post Office Box 
8409, Charlotte, NC 23208. Applicant’s 
representative: Morton E. Kiel, 140 Cedar 
Street. New York, NY 10006. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: (1) Turbines, steam con¬ 
densers, feed water heaters, weldments 
and heat exchangers; (2) parts of the 
commodities in (1) above, and (3) iron 
and steel castings and forgings, between 
Chester, Eddvstone, Essington, and Phil¬ 
adelphia, Pa.: Wilmington, Del., Char¬ 
lotte, N.C., on the one hand, and, on 
the other, points in the United States in 
and east of Minnesota, Iowa, Missouri, 
Arkansas, and Louisiana. Note: Appli¬ 
cant states that the requested authority 
can be tacked with its existing authority 
but indicates that it has no present in¬ 
tention to tack and therefore does not 
identify the points or territories which 
can be served through tacking. Persons 
interested in the tacking possibilities are 
cautioned that failure to oppose the ap¬ 
plication may result in an unrestricted 
grant of authority. Common control may 
be involved. If a hearing is deemed nec¬ 
essary. applicant requests it be held at 
Washington, D.C., or Philadelphia, Pa. . 

No. MC 108676 (Sub-No. 47), filed 
May 26, 1972. Applicant: A. J. METLER 
HAULING & RIGGING, INC., 117 Chi- 
camauga Avenue NE., Knoxville, TN 
37917. Applicant’s representative: Carl 
U. Hurst, Post Office Box E, Bowling 
Green, KY 42101. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: (1) Iron and steel buildings, knocked 
down, and component parts for iron and 
steel buildings, from the plantsite of A 
& S Steel Building, Division of U.S. In¬ 
dustries, Inc., in Campbell County, Tenn.. 
to points in the United States (except 
Hawaii); and (2) materials, equipment 
and supplies (except commodities in 
bulk) used in the manufacture and dis¬ 
tribution of iron and steel buildings and 
component parts of iron and steel build¬ 
ings, from points in the United States 
(except Hawaii) to the plantsite of A & S 
Steel Building, Division of U.S. Indus¬ 
tries, Inc., in Campbell County, HI. Note: 
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Applicant states that the requested au¬ 
thority cannot be tacked with its exist¬ 
ing authority. If a hearing is deemed nec¬ 
essary, applicant requests it be held at 
Nashville, Term. 

No. MC 110420 (Sub-No. 658), filed 
May 18, 1972. Applicant: QUALITY 
CARRIERS, INC., Post Office Box 186, 
Pleasant Prairie, WI 53158. Applicant's 
representative: Fred H. Figge (same ad¬ 
dress as applicant). Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Beverage base, in bulk, in tank ve¬ 
hicles, from Chicago, Ill., to Marshall, 
Minn. Note: Applicant states that the 
requested authority cannot be tacked 
with its existing authority. Common con¬ 
trol may be involved. If a hearing is 
deemed necessary, applicant requests it 
be held at Chicago, Ill. 

No. MC 110817 (Sub-No. 18), filed May 
25, 1972. Applicant: E. L. FARMER & 
COMPANY, a corporation. Post Office 
Box 3512, Odessa, TX 79760. Applicant’s 
representative: Bernard H. English, 6270 
Firth Road, Fort Worth, TX 76116. 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Pipe, tubing, pipe 
fittings, and pipe accessories, in straight 
mixed truckloads, from Lone Star, Tex., 
and points within 5 miles thereof, on the 
one hand, and, on the other, points in 
Alabama. Arizona, Arkansas, Colorado, 
Florida. Illinois, Kansas. Louisiana, Mis¬ 
sissippi. Missouri, Montana, Nevada, New 
Mexico, Oklahoma, Tennessee, Texas. 
Utah, and Wyoming. Note: Applicant 
states that the requested authority can¬ 
not be tacked with its existing authority. 
Applicant further states that no dupli¬ 
cating authority is being sought. A mo¬ 
tion to dismiss has been filed concur¬ 
rently herewith. If a hearing is deemed 
necessary, applicant requests it be held 
at Dallas or Forth Worth, Tex. 

No. MC 111812 (Sub-No. 476). filed 
May 26, 1972. Applicant: WEST COAST 
TRANSPORT. INC., 405 & East Eighth 
Street, Post Office Box 1233, Sioux Falls, 
SD 57101. Applicant’s representative: 
Donald L. Stem, 530 Univac Building. 
7100 West Center Road, Omaha, NE 
68106. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Confec¬ 
tioneries and advertising material, dis¬ 
play racks and premiums used in the sale 
and distribution of confectioneries and 
novelties moving with confectioneries: 
peanuts, shelled, roasted, nuts edible and 
potatoes cooked and shredded; when 
moving with confectioneries, from Chi¬ 
cago. HI., to points in Washington, Ore¬ 
gon, Idaho, Montana, California, Nevada, 
Arizona, and Salt Lake City, Utah. Note: 
Common control may be involved. Appli¬ 
cant states that the requested authority 
cannot be tacked with its existing author¬ 
ity. If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Chicago, 
Ill. 

No. MC 112148 (Sub-No. 55) , file d 
May 11, 1972. Applicant: POWERS 
TRANSPORTATION, INC., Post Office 
Box 87, Storm Lake, IA 50588. Appli¬ 


cant’s representative: William L. Fair- 
bank, 900 Hubbell Building, Des Moines, 
Iowa 50309. Authority sought to op¬ 
erate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, trans¬ 
porting: Meats, meat products, and 
meat byproducts, and articles dis¬ 
tributed by meat packinghouses as 
described in sections A and C of appen¬ 
dix I to the report in Descriptions in 
Motor Carrier Certificates, 61 M.C.C. 209 
and 766 (except hides and commodities 
in bulk), from Dakota City and West 
Point, Nebr., Denison, Fort Dodge, Le 
Mars, and Mason City, Iowa, and Lu- 
veme, Minn., to points in Connecticut, 
Maine. Massachusetts, New Hampshire, 
New Jersey, New York, Pennsylvania, 
Rhode Island, and Vermont, restricted 
to traffic originating at the plantsites and 
storage facilities of Iowa Beef Proces¬ 
sors, Inc., at or near the named origins. 
Note: Common control may be involved. 
Applicant states that the requested au¬ 
thority cannot be tacked with its existing 
authority. If a hearing is deemed neces¬ 
sary, applicant requests it be held at 
Omaha, Nebr., or Chicago. HI. 

No. MC 112520 (Sub-No. 261), filed 
May 22, 1972. Applicant: McKENZIE 
TANK LINES, INC., Post Office Box 1200. 
Tallahassee, FL 32302. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: W. Guy McKenzie, Jr. (same 
address as applicant). Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Ground clay, in bulk, in tank vehi¬ 
cles, from points in Marion County, Fla., 
to points in Alabama, Arkansas, Florida. 
Georgia, Hlinois, Kansas, Kentucky, 
Louisiana, Michigan, Minnesota. Missis¬ 
sippi, New Jersey, New York, North 
Carolina, Ohio, Oklahoma. South Caro¬ 
lina, Tennessee, Texas, and West Vir¬ 
ginia. Note: Applicant states that the 
requested authority cannot be tacked 
with its existing authority. If a hearing 
is deemed necessary, applicant requests 
it be held at Atlanta, Ga. 

No. MC 112713 (Sub-No. 145), filed 
May 19, 1972. Applicant: YELLOW 

FREIGHT SYSTEM. INC., Box 8462, 
92d at State line, Kansas City. MO 
64114. Applicant’s representative: John 
M. Records (same address as applicant). 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier , by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Calcium chloride 
and magnesium chloride in containers, 
from Ludington and Midland, Mich., to 
points in Hlinois, Indiana, Kentucky, 
Ohio, Tennessee, West Virginia, and Wis¬ 
consin: points in Minnesota on and east 
of Interstate Highway 35: points in Iowa 
on and east of U.S. Highway 69; points 
in Missouri on and east of U.S. Highway 
65; Kansas City, Mo.; points in Pennsyl¬ 
vania on and west of the following line: 
From the Pennsylvania-Maryland State 
line north along U.S. Highway 220 to 
U.S. Highway 15, thence north on U.S. 
Highway 15 to Pennsylvania-New York 
State line, points in New York on and 
west of the following line: From the 
New York-Pennsylvania State line north 
on U.S. Highway 11 to Pulaski, thence 
along New York Highway 13 to Lake 
Ontario. Note: Applicant states that 


tacking is possible, but does not intend 
to tack with any authority it now holds 
or seeks in a pending application. 1 1 a 
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at Detroit or Lansing. 
Mich., or Columbus, Ohio. 

No. MC 113362 (Sub-No. 235), filed 
April 3, 1972. Applicant: ELLSWORTH 
FREIGHT LINES, INC., 310 East Broad¬ 
way, Eagle Grove, IA 50533. Applicant s 
representative: Raymond W. Ellsworth, 
Post Office Box 227, Seneca, PA 16346. 
Authority sought to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: (1) 
Candy, confectionery products, and (2) 
advertising matter, premiums, and dis¬ 
play materials, when shipped in the same 
vehicle with commodities described in 
(1) (except commodities in bulk, in tank 
vehicles), from the plantsite and storage 
facilities of M & M/Mars at Elizabeth¬ 
town, Pa., to points in Ohio, Michigan. 
Indiana, Hlinois, Wisconsin, Missouri, 
Iowa, Minnesota, Nebraska, and Colo¬ 
rado, restricted to the transportation of 
traffic originating at the above named 
plantsite and storage facilities and 
destined to the above named destinations 
States. Note: Applicant states that the 
requested authority cannot be tacked 
with its existing authority. If a hearing 
is deemed necessary, applicant requests 
it be held at New York City, N.Y.. or 
Washington, D.C. 

No. MC 113843 (Sub-No. 184), filed 
April 24. 1972. Applicant: REFRIG¬ 
ERATED FOOD EXPRESS, INC., 316 
Summer Street, Boston, MA 02210. Ap¬ 
plicant’s representative: William 
Boyd. 29 South La Salle Street. Chicago. 
IL 60603. Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Food ana 
food products, (1) from points in Con¬ 
necticut, Rhode Island, and Massachu¬ 
setts, to points in Delaware, Maryland. 
Virginia, West Virginia, the District ot 
Columbia, points in that part of Penn¬ 
sylvania east of U.S. Highway 15. Atlan¬ 
tic, Burlington. Camden, Cape May. 
Cumberland, Gloucester. Ocean, ana 
Salem Counties, N.J., and Albany (except 
points in the commercial zone of Albany, 
N.Y.) ; points in Allegany, Broome. 
Cattaraugus, Cayuga, Chautauqua. Che¬ 
mung, Chenango, Clinton, Cortland. 
Delaware, Erie, Essex, Franklin, Fulton. 
Genesee, Greene, Hamilton. Herkimer. 
Jefferson, Lewis, Livingston. Madison. 
Monroe, Montgomery, Niagara, Oneida. 
Onondaga, Ontario, Orleans. Oswego, 
Otsego, St. Lawrence, Saratoga, Sche¬ 
nectady (except points in the commer¬ 
cial zone of Albany. N.Y.), Schoharie. 
Schuyler, Seneca, Steuben. Sullivan- 
Tioga, Tompkins, Ulster, Warren, Wash¬ 
ington, Wayne. Wyoming, and Yfttp 
Counties, N.Y.; and (2) from points m 
New Hampshire to points in Delaware, 
Maryland, Virginia, West Virginia. 
District of Columbia, New York, w* 
Jersey, and points in Pennsylvania e 
of U.S. Highway 15. Note: AppU can _ 
states that the requested authority can 
not be tacked with its existing auth0 ^ 
Common control may be involved, l 
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hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at Boston, Mass. 

No. MC 113855 (Sub-No. 255), filed 
May 17, 1972. Applicant: INTERNA¬ 
TIONAL TRANSPORT, INC., 2450 Mar¬ 
ion Road SE., Rochester. MN 55901. Ap¬ 
plicant's representative: Alan Foss, 502 
First National Bank Building, Fargo, 
N. Dak. 58102. Authority sought to op¬ 
erate as a common carrier, by motor ve¬ 
hicle, over irregular routes, transporting: 
Rollover protective structures, canopies, 
and cabs, and parts and attachments for 
rollover protective structures, canopies, 
and cabs, (1) from Portland and Eugene, 
Oreg.; Vancouver and Seattle, Wash.; 
and points in Coles County, Ill., to points 
in the United States (except Alaska and 
Hawaii); and (2) from Indianapolis. 
Ind., to points in North Dakota, South 
Dakota, Nebraska, Kansas, Oklahoma, 
Texas, Minnesota, Iowa. Missouri, Ar¬ 
kansas, Louisiana, Michigan, Wisconsin, 
Illinois, Indiana, Kentucky, Tennessee, 
Mississippi, Alabama, Ohio, West Vir¬ 
ginia, Pennsylvania, New York. Vermont. 
Maine, New Hampshire. Massachusetts. 
Connecticut, Rhode Island. New Jersey, 
Delaware, Maryland, the District of Co- 
■Mibia. Virginia. North Carolina. South 
Carolina, Georgia, and Florida. Note: 
Applicant states that tacking possibili¬ 
ties exist with its Subs 84 and 147. If a 
nearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at Portland, Oreg., 

or Seattle, Wash. 

No. MC 113855 (Sub-No. 256), filed 
ttAk. 1 , 7 '^ 972 - Applicant: INTERNA¬ 
TIONAL TRANSPORT. INC., 2450 Mar- 

*,? SE " Rochester, MN 55901. Ap- 
micants representative: Alan Foss, 902 
m ri., National Bank Building. Fargo. 
(»•<.» 58102> Authority sought to op- 

erate as a common carrier, by motor ve- 
rwi 0Ver ‘ rre 8ular routes, transporting: 
tractors iexcept those with vehicle beds. 

and flfth wheels), and 
tim,HM < . deslgned for me in conjunc- 
to *L^ h tractors - Irom Seattle, Wash., 
Ha^ ?, U M ln the United States ( except 
rml j Nora: Applicant states that the 
iu authorit y can be tacked wiUi 
it e authorit y but Indicates that 
thlr. no present intention to tack and 
teStoril d0 ^ “ ot identify the points or 
Uckil n ^ Which can ** served through 
>ng po«iWHH° nS i* 1 teres ted in the tack- 
ca utioned that failure 
an umw^ h . e aPPhcation may result in 
hearinrr i tri °, ted grant of authority. If a 
r <?aue<:u *?. deemed necessary, applicant 
"Quests it be held at Seattle. Wash. 

Mav°'to M f iH°45 (Sub-No. 365), filed 

f XPRpiil 97 ™ AppUcant: trans-cold 
P ost ° fflce Box 5842 - 
ative- T 8222 - Applicant's represent- 
PlicanH a Stuart (same address as ap- 
a commo^ri h ° rity . ^sought to operate as 
irregular” carr . ter - by motor vehicle, over 
meaf „r„w Ptes ' traasporting: Meats. 
Irom Wich itl tS v and meat by products. 
nectirnt C » te ' Kans - 40 Points in Con- 
cbusetia’ ,? entucky * Maryland, Massa- 
sylvi ^ Jerse y. New York. Penn- 
the nist’i ^ hode ^iand, Virginia, and 
s r, ct of Columbia. Not*: Appli¬ 


cant states that the requested authority 
cannot be tacked with its existing author- 
lty. Applicant presently holds the same 
authority as sought herein by combining 
its Subs 45 and 1 at Fort Smith. Ark. The 
sole purpose of this application is to 
eliminate the Fort Smith. Ark., gateway. 
Common control may be involved. If a 
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at Wichita, Kans., or 
Kansas City, Mo. 

No. MC 114045 (Sub-No. 366), filed 
May 19. 1972. Applicant; TRANS-COLD 
EXPRESS, INC., Post Office Box 5842, 
Dallas. TX 75222. Applicant’s representa¬ 
tive; J. B. Stuart (same address as ap¬ 
plicant) . Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Candy, 
confectionery products, and food prod¬ 
ucts in vehicles equipped with mechanical 
refrigeration, from Fulton, N.Y.; Syra¬ 
cuse, N.Y.; and Burlington, Wis., to points 
in California, Oregon, and Texas. Note: 
Applicant states that the requested au¬ 
thority cannot be tacked with Its existing 
authority. If a hearing is deemed neces¬ 
sary, applicant requests it be held at 
Chicago, Bl, or Washington, D.C. 

No. MC 115904 (Sub-No. 26). filed 
May 21, 1972. Applicant: LOUIS 

GROVER. 1710 West Broadway. Idaho 
Falls. ID 83401. Applicant’s representa¬ 
tive: Irene Warr, 430 Judge Building, 
Salt Lake City, Utah 84111. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Gypsupi, gypsum products, 
and building materials and materials and 
supplies used in the manufacture, instal¬ 
lation. or distribution thereof, from 
Sigurd. Utah, to points in Oregon, Wash¬ 
ington. Montana. Wyoming, and Colo¬ 
rado. Note: Applicant states that the re¬ 
quested authority cannot be tacked with 
its existing authority. If a hearing is 
deemed necessary, applicant requests it 
be held at Salt Lake City, Utah, or Boise. 
Idaho. 

No. MC 116073 (Sub-No. 240), filed 
May 18. 1972. Applicant: BARRETT 
MOBILE HOME TRANSPORT, INC., 
Post Office Box 919. Moorhead, MN 
56560. Applicant’s representative: Robert 
G. Tessar. 1819 Fourth Avenue South. 
Kegel Plaza. Moorhead, MN 56560. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Motor homes, from 
points in Yamhill County, Oreg., to points 
in the Unted States (including Alaska 
and excluding Hawaii). Note: Applicant 
states that the requested authority can¬ 
not be tacked with its existing authority. 

If a hearing is deemed necessary, appli¬ 
cant requests it be held at Portland, Oreg. 

No. MC 116073 (Sub-No. 241), filed 
May 11, 1972. Applicant: BARRETT 
MOBILE HOME TRANSPORT, INC., 
1825 Main Avenue, Moorhead. MN 56560. 
Applicant’s representative: Robert G. 
Tessar (same address as applicant). Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Trailers, designed 
to be drawn by passenger automobiles, in 
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Initial movements, from points In Lyons 
County, Minn., to points in the United 
States (except Alaska and Hawaii). 
Note: Applicant states that the re¬ 
quested authority cannot be tacked with 
its existing authority. If a hearing is 
deemed necessary, applicant requests it 
be held at Minneapolis-St. Paul, Minn. 

No. MC 116073 (Sub-No. 242), filed 
May 24, 1972. Applicant: BARRETT 
MOBILE HOME TRANSPORT, INC., 
1825 Main Avenue. Moorhead, MN 56560. 
Applicant’s representative: Robert G. 
Tessar, 1819 Fourth Avenue South, 
Moorhead, MN 56560. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Trailers, designed to be drawn by 
passenger automobiles, in initial move¬ 
ments. from points in Onslow County, 
N.C., to points in Alabama, Connecticut, 
Florida, Delaware, Georgia, Illinois, In¬ 
diana. Kentucky. Louisiana. Maine, 
Massachusetts, Maryland, Michigan, 
Mississippi, Missouri, New Hampshire, 
New Jersey, New York. North Carolina, 
Ohio, Pennsylvania, Rhode Island, South 
Carolina, Tennessee, Virginia, Vermont, 
West Virginia, Wisconsin, and the Dis¬ 
trict of Columbia. Note: Applicant states 
that the requested authority cannot be 
tacked with its existing authority. If a 
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at Raleigh, N.C. 

No. MC 116077 (Sub-No. 327), filed 
May 25, 1972. Applicant: ROBERTSON 
TANK LINES. INC., 2000 West Loop 
South, Suite 1800, Houston, TX 77027. 
Applicant’s representative: Pat H. Rob¬ 
ertson. Suite 401, First National Life 
Building. Austin, Tex. 78701. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Liquid chemicals, in bulk, 
in tank vehicles, from points in Orange 
County, Tex., to points in Alabama. Ar¬ 
kansas, Florida, Georgia, Illinois, Indi¬ 
ana, Iowa. Kansas. Kentucky, Louisiana, 
Mississippi, Missouri, New Mexico. North 
Carolina, Oklahoma, South Carolina, 
Tennessee, and Virginia. Note: Appli¬ 
cant states that the reqested authority 
can be tacked with its existing author¬ 
ity, but indicates that he has no present 
intention to tack and therefore does not 
identify the points or territories which 
can be served through tacking. Persons 
interested in the tacking possibilities 
are cautioned that failure to oppose the 
application may result in an unrestricted 
grant of authority. Applicant seeks no 
duplicating authority. If a hearing is 
deemed necessary, applicant requests it 
be held at New Orleans. La., or Houston 
Tex. 

No. MC 117119 (Sub-No. 456), filed 
May 15, 1972. Applicant: WILLIS SHAW 
FROZEN EXPRESS. INC., Post Office 
Box 188, Elm Springs, AR 72728. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Bobby G. Shaw 
(same address as applicant). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: (1) Candy and confection¬ 
ery products (except in bulk), and (2) 
advertising and premium merchandise, 
moving in mixed loads with candy and 
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confectionery products (except commod¬ 
ities in bulk), from Robinson, HI. to 
points in Arizona, California. Montana, 
Nevada, Oregon, and Washington. Note: 
Applicant holds authority which could 
be tacked with that sought herein, how¬ 
ever, tacking is not intended. Persons 
interested In the tacking possibilities are 
cautioned that failure to oppose the ap¬ 
plication may result in an unrestricted 
grant of authority. Common control and 
dual operations may be involved. If a 
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at Chicago, HI., or 
Washington, D.C. 

No. MC 117119 (Sub-No. 457), filed 
May 15, 1972. Applicant: WILLIS SHAW 
FROZEN EXPRESS. INC., Post Office 
Box 188, Elm Springs, AR 72728. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Bobby G. Shaw 
(same address as above). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier , 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Foodstuffs (except in 

bulk), from Columbus, Ohio, and Stur¬ 
gis, Mich., to points in California, Ore¬ 
gon Utah, and Washington. Note: Ap¬ 
plicant states that it holds authority 
which could be tacked with authority 
sought herein, however, tacking is not 
intended. Persons interested in the tack¬ 
ing possibilities are cautioned that fail¬ 
ure to oppose the application may result 
in an unrestricted grant of authority. 
Common control may be involved. If a 
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at Columbus, Ohio, 
or Washington, D.C. 

No. MC 117153 (Sub-No. 6>, filed 
May 17, 1972. Applicant: H. G. SNYDER 
TRUCKING INC., 1111 Pitfleld Boule¬ 
vard, St. Laurent, PQ, Canada. Author¬ 
ity sought to operate as a contract car¬ 
rier by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Automotive springs 
on pallets, from the port of entry on the 
international boundary line between the 
United States and Canada at or near 
Champlain, N.Y., to Montezuma and 
Monticello. Ga.; Huntsville, Ala.; Semi¬ 
nole, Okla.; Los Angeles, Calif.; and Dal¬ 
las, Tex., under contract with Interna¬ 
tional Spring Manufacturing Co. of 
Canada, Ltd. Note: Applicant has pend¬ 
ing an application for common carrier 
authoritv under its No. MC 136369 (Sub- 
No. 2). If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Mont¬ 
pelier, Vt., Albany or Plattsburg, N.Y. 

No. MC 117565 (Sub-No. 59), filed 
May 19,1972. Applicant: MOTOR SERV¬ 
ICE COMPANY, INC., Route 3, Post Of¬ 
fice Box 448, Coshocton, OH 43812. 
Applicant’s representative: John R. 
Hafner (same address as applicant). Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Vehicles, in initial 
movements, in driveaway service, from 
points in Attala County, Miss., to points 
in the United States (including Alaska 
but excluding Hawaii). Note: Applicant 
states that the requested authority can¬ 
not be tacked with its existing authority. 
Dual operations may be involved. If a 
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 


requests it be held at Columbus or Cleve¬ 
land, Ohio. 

No. MC 117565 (Sub-No. 60), filed 
May 19,1972. Applicant: MOTOR SERV¬ 
ICE COMPANY, INC., Route 3, Post 
Office Box 448, Coshocton, OH 43812. Ap¬ 
plicant’s representative: John R. Hafner 
(same address as applicant). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: (1) Motor vehicles 

knocked down ; and (2) motor vehicle 
parts, attachments, and accessories, and 
(3) materials, supplies, and equipment 
used in connection with the manufacture 
of the commodities named in parts (1) 
and (2) above, between Kosciusko, Miss., 
on the one hand, and, on the other, points 
in the United States (including Alaska, 
but excluding Hawaii). Note: Applicant 
states that the requested authority can¬ 
not be tacked with its existing authority. 
Dual operations may be involved. If a 
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at Columbus or Cleve¬ 
land, Ohio. 

No. MC 117644 (Sub-No. 27), filed 
May 15.1972. Applicant: D & T TRUCK¬ 
ING CO.. INC., Box 2611, New Brighton, 
MN 55112. Applicant’s representative: 
William J. Boyd, 29 South La Salle Street, 
Chicago, IL 60603. Authority sought to 
operate as a contract carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Drugs, medicines, chemicals, agri¬ 
cultural insecticides, and agricultural 
fungicides (except commodities in bulk), 
from points in Union and Passaic Coun¬ 
ties, N.J., and Northumberland County, 
Pa., to points in Ohio, Indiana, Illinois, 
Michigan, Minnesota, Wisconsin, North 
Dakota, South Dakota, Iowa, Montana, 
Nebraska, and Missouri, under contract 
with Merck and Co.. Inc., Merck Chemi¬ 
cal Division, and Gustafson Manufac¬ 
turing Co., Inc. Note: If a hearing is 
deemed necessary, applicant requests it 
be held at Washington, D.C. 


No. MC 118202 (Sub-No. 8), filed 
May 8,1972. Applicant SCHULTZ TRAN¬ 
SIT, INC., Post Office Box 503, Winona, 
MN 55987. Applicant’s representative: 
Val M. Higgins, 1000 First National Bank 
Building, Minneapolis, Minn. 55402. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Foodstuffs (except 
dairy products and commodities in bulk, 
in tank vehicles), (1) from the plant- 
sites and storage facilities of Tony Downs 
Food Co. at St. James and Madelia, 
Minn., and Butterfield Foods, Inc., at 
Butterfield. Minn., to points in Illinois, 
Indiana, Iowa, Kansas, Missouri, Okla¬ 
homa, Nebraska, North Dakota, South 
Dakota, and Wisconsin; and (2) from 
the plant site of Wadco, Inc., at Esther- 
ville, Iowa, to points in Illinois, Indiana, 
Kansas, Minnesota, Missouri. Nebraska, 
North Dakota. South Dakota, Oklahoma, 
and Wisconsin, restricted in both parts 
(1) and (2) to traffic originating at the 
named plantsites and storage facilities 
and destined to the named States. Note: 
Applicant also holds contract carrier au¬ 
thority under MC 134631 and subs there¬ 
under, therefore dual operations may be 


involved. Applicant states that the re¬ 
quested authority cannot be tacked with 
its existing authority. If a hearing is 
deemed necessary, applicant requests It 
be held at Minneapolis, Minn. 

No. MC 118292 (Sub-No. 31), filed 
May 17, 1972. Applicant: BALLENTINE 
PRODUCE, INC., Box 312, Alma. Ark. 
72921. Applicant’s representative: Lester 
M. Bridgeman, 1030 15th Street NW. ( 
Washington, DC 20005. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier , 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Canned goods, from points 
in California to points in Alabama, Ar¬ 
kansas, Florida, Georgia, Kansas. Loui¬ 
siana, Mississippi, Missouri, Oklahoma. 
Tennessee, and Texas. Note: Applicant 
states that the requested authority can¬ 
not be tacked with its existing authority. 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, appli¬ 
cant requests it be held at San Francisco 
or Los Angeles, Calif. 

No. MC 119441 (Sub-No. 28». filed 
May 28, 1972. Applicant: BAKER HI- 
WAY EXPRESS. INC., Box 484, Dover, 
OH 44622. Applicant’s representative: 
Richard H. Brandon, 79 East State 
Street, Columbus, OH 43215. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Iron oxtde, manganese 
ores, and clay products colorants (except 
in bulk), from East Greenville, Exton, 
Point of Richmond, and Philadelphia, 
Pa., and Camden, N.J., to points in Car- 
roll, Stark, and Tuscarawas Counties, 
Ohio. Note: Applicant states that tne 
requested authority cannot be ^ tackea 
with its existing authority. If a hearing 
is deemed necessary, applicant reques 
it be held at Columbus, Ohio. 

No. MC 119660 (Sub-No. 8). ^ 
May 8, 1972. Applicant: ALASKA au 
GREG ATE CORPORATION, doing bua* 
ness as PACIFIC WESTERN UNE& 
Post Office Box 3-3788, Anchorage^ 
99501. Applicant’s representative, *•*> 
aid T. Die (same address as applicant- 
Authority sought to operate as a c0 ”‘™? 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over refeUJ 
routes, transporting: Buildings. m~ 
tions and double wide mobile homes 
wheeled undercarriages equipped 
hitch-ball connector, (1) between POi 
in Alaska: (2) between Anchorage. 
Alaska, on the one hand, and, on w 
other, points on and within 25 miles 
(a) Alaska Highway 1 between ana m 
eluding Homer and Tok, Alaska, 
Alaska Highway 2 between and lnclumws 
Tok and Tofty, Alaska: (c) Aiaska hie 
way 4 between and including Valdez 
Buffalo Center, Alaska: <d> Alaska Hg^ 

way 6 between and including F* 
and Circle, Alaska; and (e) Alaska^ 
way 9 between and including th e j 0 < 
of Alaska Highways 1 and 9 north* 
Moose Pass and Seward, Alaska. ^ 
Applicant states thatthe reque te 
thority cannot be tacked with ite e- 
authority. If a hearing is deem a[ 
essary, applicant requests it be 
Anchorage, Alaska. d 

No. MC 119988 <Sub-No. 51’- g T . 
May 11.1972. Applicant: GREATWE^ 
ERN TRUCKING CO., INC.. 
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103 East. Lufkin. Tex. 75901. Applicant’s 
representative: Hugh T. Matthews. 630 
Fidelity Union Tower, Dallas, Tex. 75201. 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Acrylics and mate - 
rials, equipment, and supplies used in the 
manufacture thereof, between points in 
Nacogdoches County, Tex., on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points in the 
United States (except Alaska and Ha¬ 
waii). Note: Applicant states that the 
requested authority cannot be tacked 
with its existing authority. If a hearing 
is deemed necessary, applicant requests 
it be held at Dallas, Tex. 


No. MC 120257 (Sub-No. 14), filed 
May 17, 1972. Applicant: K. L. 

BREEDER & SONS. INC., 401 Alamo 
Street, Terrell, TX 75160. Applicant’s 
representative: Bernard H. English, 6270 
Firth Road, Fort Worth, TX 76116. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Pipe, tubing, pipe 
fittings, and pipe accessories, in straight 
or mixed truckloads, from Lone Star, 
Tex., and points within 5 miles thereof 
on the one hand, and, cn the other, points 
in Alabama, Arkansas, Florida, Georgia, 
Kansas. Louisiana, Mississippi, Ohio. 
Texas, and Tennessee. Note: Applicant 
states that the requested authority can¬ 
not be tacked with its existing authority, 
if a hearing is deemed necessary, appli¬ 
cant requests it be held at Dallas or Fort 
Worth. Tex. 


No. MC 121658 (Sub-No. 2) (Correc- 
t on>, filed April 28, 1972, published in 
io 7 o Pederal Register, issue of June 2, 
972, and republished as corrected this 
|ssue. Applicant: STEVE D. THOMP- 
iTo,, 1 ,? 05 Percy Street. Post Office Box 
I* 9 ' Winnsboro, LA 71295. Applicant’s 
representative: Charles H. Ryan, Post 
®° x 4065, Monroe, LA 71201. Au- 
jority sought to operate as a common 
rAi by m °tor vehicle, over regular 
utes transporting: General commodi- 
( f> between Jackson, Miss., and 
ueita I* , over U.S. Highway 80, serving 
no intermediate point- in Mississippi: 
tTq ^tween Ruston and Delta, La., over 

nninfo lghway 80, servin & a 11 intermediate 
Pomte using Interstate Highway 20 for 
convenience only; (3) between 
hwT** 1 Vic *alia. La., over U.S. 
Pofnu a L 6 u’ serving a11 intermediate 
fipiH T <4> bet ween Ferriday and Winn- 
ali iJ? 8 *’ over u Highway 84, serving 
P°ints; (5) between 
mnfield and Ruston, La., over U.S. 
r^r ay 16 Z’ serving all intermediate 
Coh>mkii 6) between Fort Necessity and 
wav 4 Lla ‘ ^ a *’ over Louisiana High- 
,7 servin ? aU intermediate points; 

oetween Sicily Island and Jonesville, 
Hi.h *o* icily ^l^d over Louisiana 
wav i 9 a 8t0 i unction Louisiana High¬ 
way i£’* th ® nce over Louisiana High- 
thesnmA Jonesv iile. and return over 
serving all intermediate 
FerrSkv 8 t between Sicily Island and 
servini*Vi ? ver Louisiana Highway 
M lnt crmediate points; (9) 
and TuUos * La., over 
term Highway lg 5. serving all in- 
a te points; (10) between Harri¬ 


sonburg and Whitehall, La., over Louisi¬ 
ana Highway 8, serving all intermediate 
points; (11) between Archibald and Ray- 
vllle. La., over Louisiana Highway 137 to 
U.S. Highway 80 (Interstate 20); (12) 
between Crowville and Delhi, La., over 
Louisiana Highway 17, serving all in¬ 
termediate points; (13) between Monroe 
and Sicily Island, La., over Louisiana 
Highway 15, serving all intermediate 
points; (14) between Crowville and 
Winnsboro, La., over Louisiana Highway 
17. serving all intermediate points; and 
(15) between Fort Necessity and Winns¬ 
boro. La., over Louisiana Highway 4, 
serving all intermediate points. Note: 
The purpose of this republication is to 
include routes (10) through (13). If a 
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at Monroe, La., or 
Jackson, Miss. 

No. MC 123048 «Sub-No. 216), filed 
May 12, 1972. Applicant: DIAMOND 
TRANSPORTATION SYSTEM, INC., 
1919 Hamilton Avenue, Racine, WI53401. 
Applicant’s representative: Paul C. 
Gartzke, 121 West Doty Street, Madison, 
WI 53703. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: (1) 
Tractors, /arm, industrial, construction 
and excavation machinery and equip - 
ment and (2) Parts, attachments and 
accessories for commodities described in 
(1). between points in the United States 
(except Alaska and Hawaii); restricted 
to shipments originating at J. I. Case 
Co. sales branch warehouses and sales 
branch storage facilities, J. I. Case Co. 
retail stores and J. I. Case Co. dealers 
and J. I. Case Co. dealers. Note: If a 
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at Chicago, Ill., or 
Washington, D.C. 

No. MC 123048 (Sub-No. 217), filed 
May 12. 1972. Applicant: DIAMOND 
TRANSPORTATION SYSTEM, INC., 
1919 Hamilton Avenue, Racine, WI 53401. 
Applicant’s representative: Paul C. 
Gartzke, 121 West Doty Street, Madison, 
WI 53703. Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Processed 
and precast concrete products, from Bur¬ 
lington, Wis., to points in Illinois, In¬ 
diana. Iowa, Michigan, and Minnesota. 
Note : Applicant states that the requested 
authority cannot be tacked with its exist¬ 
ing authority. If a hearing is deemed nec¬ 
essary, applicant requests it be held at 
Chicago, Ill., or Washington, D.C. 

No. MC 123048 (Sub-No. 218), filed 
May 12, 1972. Applicant: DIAMOND 
TRANSPORTATION SYSTEM, INC., 
1919 Hamilton Avenue, Racine, WI 
53401. Applicant’s representative: Paul 
C. Gartzke, 121 West Doty Street. Madi¬ 
son, WI 53702. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: (I) (1) Experimental and show dis¬ 
play tractors, farm, industrial, construc¬ 
tion and excavation machinery and 
equipment; (2) parts, attachments, and 
accessories for the commodities described 
in (1) and (3) incidental paraphernalia, 
which at the time of movement is being 


transported for purposes of display or 
experiment and not for sale and is mov¬ 
ing between the sites of plants, sales 
branches, warehouses, experimental sta¬ 
tions, farms, shows, exhibits, or field 
demonstrations owned, operated or used 
by J. I. Case Co., between points in the 
United States (except Alaska and 
Hawaii). (II) The commodities de¬ 
scribed in (I) (1) and (2) moving from 
places of display or experiment at the 
sites of plants, sales branches, ware¬ 
houses, experimental stations, farms, 
shows, exhibits, or field demonstrations 
owned, operated, or used by J. I. Case 
Co., to points in the United States (ex¬ 
cept Alaska and Hawaii). Note: Appli¬ 
cant states that the requested authority 
cannot be tacked with its existing au¬ 
thority. If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Chicago, 
HI., or Washington, D.C. 

No. MC 123048 (Sub-No. 219), filed 
May 8. 1972. Applicant: DIAMOND 

TRANSPORTATION SYSTEM, INC., 
1919 Hamilton Avenue, Racine, WI. Ap¬ 
plicant's representative: Paul C. 
Gartzke, 121 West Doty Street, Madison, 
WI 53703. Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: (1) Ven¬ 
tilating and heat transfer equipment, 
from La Porte. Ind.; points in McHenry 
County. HI., Bloomington, Ill.; Trenton, 
Mo.; Clinton and Knoxville, Tenn.; 
Paducah, Ky.; and Holland and Pember- 
ville, Ohio, to points in the United States 
(except Alaska. Hawaii. Washington, 
Oregon. California, Idaho, Nevada. Ari¬ 
zona, Montana, Wyoming, Utah, and New 
Mexico); (2) ventilating and heat trans¬ 
fer equipment, from Holland and Pem- 
berville, Ohio, to points in the United 
States (except Alaska and Hawaii); and 
(3) materials, equipment, and supplies 
used or useful in the manufacture, sale, 
and distribution of ventilating and heat 
transfer equipment, from points in the 
United States (except Alaska, Hawaii. 
Washington, Oregon, California, Idaho, 
Nevada, Arizona. Montana, Wyoming. 
Utah, and New Mexico) to the origins 
described in (1) and (2) above. Note: 
Applicant states that the requested au¬ 
thority cannot be tacked with its exist¬ 
ing authority. If a hearing is deemed 
necessary, applicant requests it be held 
at Chicago, Ill., or Milwaukee. Wis. 

No. MC 123407 (Sub-No. 102), filed 
May 25, 1972. Applicant: DAWYER 
TRANSPORT, INC., 2424 Minnehaha 
Avenue, Minneapolis, MN 55404. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Robert W. Sawyer 
(same address as applicant). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Pipe, conduit, couplings, 
connections, valves, and materials and 
supplies for installation therefor, from 
Buckhannon. W. Va.. to points in the 
United States in and east of North Da¬ 
kota. South Dakota, Nebraska, Kansas, 
Oklahoma, and Texas. Note: Applicant 
states that tacking is possible, but car¬ 
rier at this time has no intention of do¬ 
ing so. Common control may be involved. 
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IX a hearing is deemed necessary, appli¬ 
cant requests it be held at Washington., 
D.C., or Chicago, HI. 

No. MC 123502 (Sub-No. 40), filed 
May 18, 1972. Applicant: FREE STATE 
TRUCK SERVICE, INC., Post Office Box 
760, 10 Vernon Avenue, Glen Bumie, MD 
21061. Applicant’s representative: W. 
Wilson Corroum (same address as ap¬ 
plicant) . Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Alloys, 
granular refractories, ores, minerals, and 
exothermic materials, in bulk, in tank or 
hopper-type vehicles, between Wil¬ 
mington, Del., on the one hand, and, 
on the other, points in the United States 
(except Alaska and Hawaii, points in 
Cumberland, Salem, Gloucester, Cape 
May Atlantic, Camden, and Burlington 
Counties, N.J.), restricted against the 
transportation of dry fluorspar, from 
Wilmington, Del., to points in Maryland, 
New Jersey, North Carolina, Pennsyl¬ 
vania, West Virginia, and New York (ex¬ 
cept points in Kings, Queens, Nassau, 
and Suffolk Counties). Note: Applicant 
states that the requested authority can¬ 
not be tacked with its existing authority. 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, appli¬ 
cant requests it be held at Washington, 
DC. 

No. MC 124211 (Sub-No. 216), filed 
May 11, 1972. Applicant: HILT TRUCK 
LINE, INC., Post Office Box 988 D.T.S., 
Omaha, NE 68101. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Thomas L. Hilt (same address 
as applicant). Authority sought to op¬ 
erate as a common carrier, by motor ve¬ 
hicle, over irregular routes, transporting: 
Foods, food products, and grain prod¬ 
ucts, from points in Lancaster County, 
Nebr., to points in the United States east 
of the western boundaries of Ohio, West 
Virginia, and Virginia, and those north 
of the southern boundaries of Ohio, West 
Virginia, and Virginia, except Michigan. 
Note: Applicant states that tacking is 
possible at Lincoln, Nebr., with Subs Nos. 
18 62, 105, 109, 118, 119. 121, 127, 16, 39, 
97, 112, 113, 124, 129, 131, 132, 133, 143, 
145, and 146; however, not all tacking 
possibilities are feasible due to extreme 
circuitry involved. If a hearing is deemed 
necessary, applicant requests it be held 
at Lincoln or Omaha, Nebr. 

No. MC 124211 (Sub-No. 217). filed 
May 22, 1972. Applicant: HILT TRUCK 
LINE. INC., Post Office Box 988 D.T.S., 
Omaha, NE 68101. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Thomas L. Hilt (same address 
as applicant). Authority sought to op¬ 
erate as a common carrier, by motor ve¬ 
hicle, over irregular routes, transporting: 
(1) Plumbing fixtures, equipment, mate¬ 
rials, and supplies and accessories and 
paint materials, from points in Douglas 
County, Nebr., and Wapello County, 
Iowa, to points in the United States 
(except Alaska and Hawaii); and (2) 
food products, from Bristol, Pa., to 
Chicago, Ill.; Kansas City, Mo.; and 
Omaha, Nebr. Note: Applicant states 
that the requested authority can be 
tacked with its existing authority but 
indicates that it has no present inten¬ 
tion to tack and therefore does not iden¬ 


tify the points or territories which can 
be served through tacking. Persons in¬ 
terested in the tacking possibilities are 
cautioned that failure to oppose the ap¬ 
plication may result in an unrestricted 
grant of authority. If a hearing is 
deemed necessary, applicant requests it 
be held at Pittsburgh, Pa., or Washing¬ 
ton, D.C. 

No. MC 125140 (Sub-No. 15). filed 
May 25, 1972. Applicant: RICHARD B. 
BRUNZLICK, Augusta, Wis. 54722. Ap¬ 
plicant’s representative: A. R. Fowler, 
2288 University Avenue, St. Paul, MN 
55114. Authority sought to operate as a 
contract carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Dairy 
products, dairy byproducts, fruit juices, 
and fruit drinks, from St. Paul, Minn., to 
points in Barron, Buffalo, Chippewa, 
Clark, Dunn, Eau Claire, Jackson, La 
Crosse, Monroe, Pepin, Pierce, Polk, 
Rusk, St. Croix, and Trempealeau Coun¬ 
ties, Wis., under contract with Land 
O’Lakes Creameries, Inc. Note: If a 
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at Minneapolis, Minn. 

No. MC 126039 (Sub-No. 18), filed 
May 18, 1972. Applicant: MORGAN 
TRANSPORTATION SYSTEM, INC., 
INTL., U.S. Highway 6 and 15, New Paris, 
Ind. 46553. Applicant’s representative: 
Alki E. Scopelitis, 815 Merchants Bank 
Building, Indianapolis. Ind. 46204. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Nonferrous metals 
and nonferrous metal articles, and ma¬ 
terials, supplies, and equipment in the 
processing and manufacturing of non- 
ferrous metals and nonferrous metal ar¬ 
ticles, between points in Wabash County, 
Ind., on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in the United States (except 
Alaska and Hawaii). Note: Applicant 
states that the requested authority can¬ 
not be tacked with its existing authority. 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, appli¬ 
cant requests it be held at Washington, 
D.C., or Chicago, Ill. 

No. MC 126489 (Sub-No. 16), filed 
May 25. 1972. Applicant: GASTON 

FEED TRANSPORTS, INC.. 1203 West 
Fourth. Post Office Box 1066, Hutchison, 
KS 67501. Applicant’s representative: 
John E. Jandera. 641 Harrison Street, 
Topeka, KS 66603. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: (1) Inedible meat byproducts, from 
Garden City, Dodge City, Emporia, 
Zenda, Liberal, Kansas City, Kans.: Kan¬ 
sas City, St. Louis, St. Joseph, Mo.: Darr, 
Lincoln, Lexington, Omaha, Rushville, 
Scottsbluff, Nebr.; Albuquerque, Clovis, 
Roswell. N. Mex.; Collins, Oklahoma City, 
Okla.; Amarillo, Dalhart, Fort Worth, 
Tampa, Waco, Tex., on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points in Missouri, 
Nebraska, Oklahoma, Iowa, Texas, Ar¬ 
kansas, Minnesota, and South Dakota; 
(2) dry feed and feed ingredients, from 
Wichita, Kans., to points in New Mexico 
and Arizona; (3) feed and feed ingre¬ 
dients, from points in Hale County, Tex., 
to points in Arkansas, Colorado, Iowa, 
Louisiana, Mississippi, Missouri, Nebra¬ 


ska, New Mexico, and Oklahoma: and 
(4) dry feed ingredients including de- 
floumated phosphate, dicalcium , phos¬ 
phate, diammonium phosphate, mono¬ 
ammonium phosphate, from Beaumont, 
Tex., to points in Louisiana, Arkansas, 
Missouri, New Mexico, Colorado, and 
Mississippi. Note: Applicant states that 
tacking is possible but has no intention to 
do so. If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Kansas 
City, Mo. 


No. MC 127187 (Sub-No. 10) (Amend¬ 
ment), filed May 1, 1972, published in 
the Federal Register, issue of June 2, 
1972, amended and republished as 
amended this issue. Applicant: FLOYD 
DUENOW, 215 East Cherry, Fergus 
Falls, MN 56537. Applicant’s representa¬ 
tive: Gene P. Johnson, 514 First National 
Bank Building, Fargo, N. Dak. 58102. 
Authority sought to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, oyer irreg¬ 
ular routes, transporting: Animal and 
poultry feed and feed ingredients (ex¬ 
cept in bulk, in tank vehicles), between 
points in Montana, Wyoming, North 
Dakota, South Dakota, Nebraska, Iowa, 
Minnesota, and Wisconsin. Note: Ap¬ 
plicant states that it could tack in east¬ 
ern North Dakota or western Minnesota, 
to provide service to points in Wiscon¬ 
sin, Illinois, Missouri, Kansas, Oklahoma, 
and Texas, under its Sub 4 authority. 
The purpose of this republication is to 
(1) add the restriction, and (2) add 
Wisconsin as a destination State. If a 
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at Minneapolis or St. 
Paul, Minn. 


No. MC 127368 (Sub-No. 1). ^ 
May 16, 1972. Applicant: ROBER1 

DeMORRO, doing business as TRAVEL¬ 
ER’S TRANSPORT, 179 Farren Ave¬ 
nue, New Haven, CT 06513. Applicants 
representative: Robert DeMorro, 23o 
Wooster Street, New Haven, CT 06»n- 
Authority sought to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over irreg¬ 
ular routes, transporting: Trunks, bag¬ 
gage, and personal effects of travelers, 
between points in Connecticut, on tii 
one hand, and, on the other, steamship 
piers in the New York Port located 
Newark, Hoboken, Elizabeth, wee- 
hawken, North Bergen, Secaucus Jer¬ 
sey City, and Bayonne, N.J., and Sta 
Island, N.Y. Note: Applicant states 
the requested authority will be tack 
with its existing authority at 
Connecticut and serve New York, ra¬ 
piers. If a hearing is deemed necessary* 

nnnliAnn} rfinllficfC It hp VlPlrf at HUl tlO 


or New Haven, Conn. 

No. MC 129455 (Sub-No. 4). 

May 18, 1972. Applicant: CARR EN¬ 
TRUCKING, INC., Box 887, Maywooa 
NJ 07607. Applicant’s representative- 
Charles J. Williams, 47 Lincoln Pai - 
Newark. NJ 07102. Authority sought w 
operate as a contract carrier, by mo 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transpor 
ing: Expanded polystyrene dispose 
articles, from Middletown, N.Y., to P° 
in Alabama, Arkansas, Connecti 
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Delaware, Florida, Georgia, Illinois. In¬ 
diana, Iowa, Kansas. Kentucky, Louisi¬ 
ana, Maine, Maryland, Massachusetts, 
Michigan, Minnesota, Mississippi, Mis¬ 
souri. New Hampshire. New Jersey. North 
Carolina. Ohio, Oklahoma. Pennsyl¬ 
vania, Rhode Island, South Carolina, 
Tennessee, Texas, Vermont. Virginia, 
West Virginia, Wisconsin, and the Dis¬ 
trict of Columbia, under a continuing 
contract or contracts with Polytherm 
Plastics, Division of Polysar Plastics. 
Inc., of Middletown, N.Y. Note: If a 
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at Newark, N.J., or 
New York, N.Y. 

No. MC 133095 (Sub-No. 30), filed 
May 22, 1972. Applicant: TEXAS CON¬ 
TINENTAL EXPRESS, INC., Post Office 
Box 434, Euless. TX 76039. Applicant’s 
representative: Hugh T. Matthews, 630 
Fidelity Union Tower, Dallas. Tex. 75201. 
Authority sought to operate as a com- 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over irreg¬ 
ular routes, transporting: Canned goods 
(except frozen foods), from the plant- 
sites and storage facilities of Snow Food 
Products, located at or near Scarbo¬ 
rough, Maine, and Wildwood. N.J., to 
points in the United States (except Alas¬ 
ka and Hawaii). Note: Applicant states 
that the requested authority can be 
tacked with its existing authority, but 
it has no intention to tack and there¬ 
fore does not identify the points or terri¬ 
tories which can be served through tack- 
Persons interested in the tacking 
Possibilities are cautioned that failure 
to oppose the application may result in 
an unrestricted grant of authority. If 
a nearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at Dallas, Tex. 

No. MC 133566 (Sub-No. 20), filed 
r^Ll 7, W2. Applicant: GANGLOFF & 
UOWNHAM TRUCKING CO.. INC., Post 
Office Box 676, Logansport. IN 46947. Ap¬ 
plicants representative: William L. 
Stoves 1224 17th Street NW., Washing- 
20036 * Authority sought to op- 
hiri ^ a common carrier, by motor ve- 
imTp 0Vcr ^Stdar routes, transport- 
tro ^ n foods, from the plantsite and 
storage facilities of the Kitchens of Sara 
New Hampton, Iowa, to 
mnnf £ Penns ylvania, New York. Ver- 
£ Maine, New Hampshire, Rhode 
Jprc3 Massachusetts, Connecticut, New 
Wp^n E ^ laware * Maryland, Virginia, 
and the strict of Col- 
Restriction; Restricted to traffic 
the named origin. Note: 
thoritv^ Sta ^ €s that the requested au- 
ine^ be tacked with its exist- 
au ^ orit y- H a hearing is deemed 
at chio^’ a P pllcant requests it be held 
Chicago, HI., or Washington, D.C. 


try Foods, Inc., to points in Iowa, Ne¬ 
braska, Kansas, Missouri, Wisconsin, Il¬ 
linois, and Indiana. Note: Common con¬ 
trol may be involved. Applicant states 
that the requested authority cannot be 
tacked with its existing authority. If a 
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at Chicago, Ill. 

No. MC 134063 (Sub-No. 5), filed 
May 26. 1972. Applicant: FRANK R. 
CHULLINO, doing business as MID¬ 
WEST TRANSPORTATION COMPANY, 
2802 Avenue B, Council Bluffs. IA 51501. 
Applicant’s representative: Patrick E. 
Quinn. 605 South 14th Street. Post Office 
Box 82028, Lincoln. NE 68501. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: (l) Alcoholic beverages 
(except malt beverages) in containers 
only from points in Ohio. Indiana, Illi¬ 
nois, Michigan, Kentucky, Tennessee, and 
Missouri to Omaha, Nebr.; (2) Nonalco¬ 
holic beverages (in containers only) 
when moved in the same vehicle and at 
the same time w r ith alcoholic beverages, 
from points in New York, Massachusetts, 
Connecticut, New Jersey, Maryland, 
Pennsylvania, Ohio, Michigan, Ken¬ 
tucky, Tennessee, Indiana, Illinois, and 
Missouri to Omaha, Nebr.; and (3) such 
commodities as are intended for use in 
the advertising and/or display of bever¬ 
ages. when moving in the same vehicle 
and at the same time with beverages, 
from points in New York, Massachusetts, 
Connecticut, New Jersey, Maryland, 
Pennsylvania, Ohio, Michigan, Ken¬ 
tucky, Tennessee. Indiana, Illinois, and 
Missouri, to Omaha, Nebr. Note: Appli¬ 
cant states that the requested authority 
cannot be tacked with its existing au¬ 
thority. Applicant holds contract carrier 
authority under MC 129574 Sub 1. there¬ 
fore dual operations may be involved. If 
a hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at Omaha, Nebr. 


May A 33775 (Sub-No. 11). filed 
TRAN^rr A PPUcant: REEFER 

Road 'wLtM*?! INC ■• Box 536, Polar 
WortWngton. MN 56187. Appli- 

33 NorS^ ^f D ^ Uve: Charies W. Singer. 
60602 Au^° m S ^ reet > Chicago. IL 
c om?rcon U /^ OI ? ty to operate as a 

irregular C 2T!f r# by ni °tor vehicle, over 
bakeru r? ro ^ tes » transporting: Frozen 
»ite products - from the plant- 

and facilities utilised by Royal Pan- 


No. MC 134282 (Sub-No. 7), filed 
May 17. 1972. Applicant: ENNIS 

TRANSPORTATION CO.. INC.. Post Of- 
fice Box 447, Ennis, TX 75119. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: William D. White, 
Jr., 2505 Republic National Bank Tower, 
Dallas, Tex. 75201. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: (1) Wallboard, fiberboard, plywood, 
particle board, roofing, insulating 
sheathing, gypsum products, and joint 
system compounds (except in bulk) 
building paper and tape and materials 
used in the installation of the foregoing 
commodities, from Irving, Tex., to points 
in Alabama. Arkansas, Florida, Georgia. 
Indiana, Illinois, Iowa, Kansas. Ken¬ 
tucky, Louisiana, Mississippi, Missouri, 
Ohio. Oklahoma, and Tennessee; and (2) 
gypsum board paper, in rolls, and koalin 
clay, in bags, from points in Alabama, 
Arkansas. Florida, Georgia, Indiana, Illi¬ 
nois, Iowa, Kansas, Kentucky, Louisiana, 
Missouri. Ohio, Oklahoma, and Tennes¬ 
see, to Irving, Tex. Note: Applicant 
states it will tack where feasible with 
authority held in No. MC 134282. Com¬ 
mon control may be involved. If a hear¬ 
ing is deemed necessary, applicant re¬ 


quests it be held at Dallas, Tex., or New 
Orleans, La. 

No. MC 134282 (Sub-No. 8), filed 
May 17.1972. Applicant: ENNIS TRANS¬ 
PORTATION CO., INC., Post Office Box 
447, Ennis, TX 75119. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: William D. White, Jr., 2505 
Republic National Bank Tower, Dallas. 
Tex. 75201. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: (1) 
WaUboard, fiberboard, plywood, particle 
board, roofing, insulating sheathing, 
gypsum products and joint system com¬ 
pounds (except in bulk), building paper 
tape and other materials used in the in¬ 
stallation of the foregoing commodities 
when moving incidental to the foregoing 
commodities, from West Memphis, Ark., 
to points in Alabama, Florida, Georgia, 
Indiana, Illinois, Iowa. Kansas, Ken¬ 
tucky. Louisiana. Mississippi, Missouri, 
Ohio. Oklahoma, Tennessee, and Texas: 
(2) gypsum board paper, in rolls, and 
kaolin clay, in bags, from points in Ala¬ 
bama, Florida, Georgia, Indiana, Illinois, 
Iowa, Kansas, Kentucky, Louisiana, 
Mississippi, Missouri, Ohio. Oklahoma. 
Tennessee, and Texas, to West Memphis. 
Ark.; and (3) fiberboard and fiberboard 
products, from Diboll, Tex., to West 
Memphis, Ark. Note: Applicant states it 
will tack where feasible with authority 
held in No. MC 134282. Common control 
may be involved. If a hearing is deemed 
necessary, applicant requests it be held 
at Dallas, Tex., or New Orleans, La. 

No. MC 134370 (Sub-No. 7), filed May 
30. 1972. Applicant: OSBORNE TRUCK¬ 
ING CO., INC., 1008 Sierra Drive, River¬ 
ton, WY 82501. Applicant’s representa¬ 
tive: Robert S. Stauffer, 3539 Boston 
Road. Cheyenne, WY 82001. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Metallic and nonmetallic 
ores, feldspar, feldspathic sand, aggre¬ 
gate, quartz, and chips, from points in 
Wyoming to points in Arizona, Colorado, 
Kansas, Missouri, Montana, Nebraska, 
and Utah. Note: Applicant states that 
the requested authority cannot be tacked 
with its existing authority. Applicant 
holds contract carrier authority under 
MC 133741 and subs, therefore dual oper¬ 
ations may be involved. If a hearing is 
deemed necessary, applicant requests it 
be held at (1) Billings. Mont., (2) Den¬ 
ver, Colo., and (3) Casper, Wyo. 

No. MC 134405 (Sub-No. 7), filed May 
26. 1972. Applicant: BACON TRANS¬ 
PORT COMPANY, a corporation. Post 
Office Box 1134, Ardmore. OK 73401. Ap¬ 
plicant’s representative: Wilburn L. Wil¬ 
liamson. 280 National Foundation Life 
Building, 3535 Northwest 58th, Oklaho¬ 
ma City, OK 73112. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Fertilizer and fertilizer materials, 
between Gainesville. Tex., on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points in Okla¬ 
homa and Kansas. Note: Applicant 
states that the authority could be tacked. 
However, applicant has no present inten¬ 
tion of tacking and will not offer any 
proof to establish a need therefor. If a 
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hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at Oklahoma City, 
Okla. 

No. MC 134776 (Sub-No. 20), filed May 
11, 1972. Applicant: MILTON TRUCK¬ 
ING, INC., Post Office Box 207, Melton, 
PA 17847. Applicant’s representative: 
George A. Olsen, 69 Tonnele Avenue, 
Jersey City, NJ 07306. Authority sought 
to operate as a contract carrier, by motor 
vehicle over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Paper, paper products, and plastic 
products and equipment, materials, and 
supplies used or useful in the manufac¬ 
ture and sale of paper and plastic prod¬ 
ucts (except commodities in bulk), (1) 
between the U.S. Envelope Co., at Spring- 
field, and Worcester, Mass., on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points in Maine. 
New Hampshire, Vermont, Connecticut, 
New York. New Jersey, Pennsylvania, 
Maryland, Delaware. Virginia. West Vir¬ 
ginia, North Carolina, South Carolina, 
Georgia. Florida, Alabama, Mississippi, 
Ohio. Indiana, Illinois. Michigan, Ken¬ 
tucky, Tennessee, and the District of 
Columbia; (2) between the U.S. Enve¬ 
lope Co., at Enfield and Rockville, Conn., 
on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in Maine, New Hampshire, Ver¬ 
mont, Massachusetts, New York, New 
Jersey, Pennsylvania, Maryland, Dela¬ 
ware. Virginia. West Virginia. North 
Carolina. South Carolina, Georgia, Flor¬ 
ida, Alabama. Mississippi, Ohio, Indiana, 
Illinois, Michigan, Kentucky. Tennessee, 
and the District of Columbia: and (3) 
between the U.S. Envelope Co., at Wil¬ 
liamsburg, Pa., on the one hand, and, 
on the other, points in Maine, New 
Hampshire, Vermont, Massachusetts, 
Connecticut. New York, New Jersey, 
Maryland, Delaware. Virginia, West Vir¬ 
ginia, North Carolina, South Carolina, 
Georgia, Florida. Alabama. Mississippi, 
Ohio, Indiana, Illinois, Michigan, Ken¬ 
tucky, Tennessee, and the District of Co¬ 
lumbia, under contract with U.S. Enve¬ 
lope Co. Note: Common control may be 
involved. If a hearing is deemed neces¬ 
sary, applicant requests it be held at Bos¬ 
ton, Mass., or Washington, D.C. 


No. MC 134922 (Sub-No. 32), filed May 
12, 1972. Applicant: B. J. McADAMS, 
INC., Route 6, Box 15, North Little Rock, 
AR 72118. Applicant’s representative: L. 
C. Cypert (same address as applicant). 
Authority sought to operate as a com- 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: (1) Clean¬ 
ing, polishing, and waxing compounds; 
(2) starch; (3) air fresheners and dis¬ 
infectants; (4) mops, dusters, plastic 
articles, waxers and brooms; (5) plastic 
bags; and (6) diet and nutritional foods 
(except frozen), from Franklin, Ky., and 
Urbana, Ohio, to Dallas, Irving, and Lub¬ 
bock. Tex.; Denver, Colo.; Salt Lake City, 
Utah; La Mirada, Calif.; and Portland, 
Oreg., restricted against the transporta¬ 
tion of commodities in bulk. Note: Ap¬ 
plicant states that the requested author¬ 
ity cannot be tacked with its existing 
authority. If a hearing is deemed neces¬ 
sary, applicant requests it be held at Cin¬ 
cinnati, Ohio, or Little Rock, Ark. 

No. MC 135352 (Sub-No. 4), filed May 
19, 1972. Applicant: VANDER HART 


TRANSFER & STORAGE, INC., 1207 
Franklin Street, PeUa, IA 50219. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Cecil L. Goettsch, 
1100 Des Moines Building, Des Moines, 
Iowa 50309. Authority sought to operate 
as a contract carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Structural foam molded articles, new 
furniture, furniture parts , furniture 
components, foam molded articles with 
metallic components or metallic parts, 
plastic articles and foam pellets, (1) from 
Pella and Des Moines, Iowa, to points in 
Tennessee, Arkansas, Louisiana, Okla¬ 
homa. Texas, South Dakota, Kansas, Ne¬ 
braska, Minnesota, Missouri, Wisconsin, 
Illinois, Michigan, Indiana, Ohio, and 
Kentucky; and (2) from points in South 
Dakota, Texas, and Illinois to Pella and 
Des Moines, Iowa, under contract with 
Foam Molding Corp. of Iowa. Note: If a 
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at Des Moines, Iowa. 

No. MC 135425 (Sub-No. 5), filed May 
26, 1972. Applicant: CYCLES LIMITED, 
a corporation, Post Office Box 5715, Jack- 
son. MS 39208. Applicant’s representa¬ 
tive: Morton E. Kiel. 140 Cedar Street, 
New York, NY 10006. Authority sought to 
operate as a contract carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Such commodities as are dealt in by 
a manufacturer of toilet preparations 
(except in bulk), between Cockeysville, 
Md., on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in the United States (except 
Alaska and Hawaii), under contract with 
Noxwell Corp. Note: If a hearing is 
deemed necessary, applicant requests it 
be held at Washington, D.C. 

No. MC 135598 (Sub-No. 1). filed May 
25, 1972. Applicant: SHARKEY TRANS¬ 
PORTATION. INC.. No. 4 Valley View 
Drive. Burlington, IA 52601. Applicant’s 
representative: Einar Viren, 904 City of 
National Bank Building, Omaha, Nebr. 
68102. Authority sought to operate as a 
contract carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Malt bev¬ 
erages, advertising, display, promotional, 
and packaging materials when shipped 
with malt beverages, from Milwaukee, 
Wis., and St. Paul, Minn., to Quincy, Ill., 
and Burlington, Iowa, under contract 
with Herman Schneidman, doing busi¬ 
ness as Schneidman Distributing Co., 
Quincy, HI., and C & D Beverage, Bur¬ 
lington, Iowa. Note: If a hearing is 
deemed necessary, applicant requests it 
be held at Chicago, Ill., or Omaha. Nebr. 


No. MC 135887 (Sub-No. 2), filed 
May 9, 1972. Applicant: VOYNE E. 
GLEASON, Post Office Box 209. Coeur 
d’Alene. ID 83814. Applicant’s represent¬ 
ative: Joseph O. Earp, 411 Lyon Building, 
607 Third Avenue, Seattle, WA 98104. 
Authority sought to operate as a contract 
carrier , by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: (1) Malt beverages 
in packages from Azuza and Van Nuys, 
Calif., to Coeur d’Alene, Idaho, for the 
account of Panhandle Distributers, Inc.; 
(2) Malt beverages , in packages from San 
Francisco, Calif., and Vancouver, Wash., 
to Coeur d’Alene, Kellogg, and Sand- 
point, Idaho, for the accounts of Don La 
Voie Distributing and William Jones 
doing business as San Point Distributing 


and (3) Wines , in packages, from points 
in California to Coeur d’Alene, Kellogg, 
and Sandpoint, Idaho, for the account 
of Panhandle Distributors, Inc., Don La 
Voie Distributing and William Jones 
doing business as Sand Point Distribut¬ 
ing. Note: If a hearing is deemed neces¬ 
sary, applicant requests it be held at 
Spokane, Wash. 

No. MC 135987 (Sub-No. 2) (Amend¬ 
ment) , filed December 27.1971. Published 
in the Federal Register issue of Febru¬ 
ary 3, 1972 and republished as amended, 
this issue. Applicant: R. A. CARBOL 
TRAILWAY LTD., a corporation, 300- 
444 Seventh Avenue SW., Calgary 2, AB, 
Canada. Applicant’s representative: 
Reginald A. Carbol, 2124 Chambers 
Street, Victoria, BC, Canada. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: General cargo (including 
containers) between ports of entry on the 
international boundary line between the 
United States and Canada located at or 
near Port Angeles, Blaine, Lynden, 
Sumas, and Oroville, Wash., and East- 
port, Idaho, on the one hand, and, on 
the other, points in Washington, Oregon, 
California, Arizona, Minnesota, Illinois, 
Indiana, Michigan, Ohio, New York. New 
Jersey, Pennsylvania, Colorado. Nevada, 
Tennessee, and Texas. Restriction: Tne 
above sought authority is restricted o 
movements in foreign commerce. Note. 
The purpose of this republication is 
redescribe the authority sought to show 
that radial operations is proposed, li a 
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at Seattle, Wash. 

No. MC 136166 (Sub-No. 

18, 1972. Applicant: CF TANK LINES. 
INC.. 175 Linfield Drive, Menlo Par*, 
CA 94025. Authority sought to operaie 
as a common carrier, by motor veh ■ 
over irregular routes, transporting. ' 
troleum products, in bulk. In tan 
hides, from points in Whitman. Garfleia 
Columbia, and Asotin Counties, Wasn. 
to points in Oregon, Idaho, and MonL n- 
Note: Applicant states that th<e 
quested authority cannot be new 
its existing authority. Common d 
may be involved. If a hearing is deern^ 
necessary, applicant requests it 
at Portland. Oreg., or Spokane, W. 

No. MC 136181 (Sub-Na^*^ 

22. 1972. Applicant: MARINE -TEVL 

DORING CORPORATION. 7737 
ton Boulevard, Norfolk, VA 23505. ^ 

cant’s representative: Samuel 
son m. 20 East Tabb Street P®te & as 
VA 23803. Authority sought t? 
a common carrier, by motor 

over irregular routes, teansport S. 

eral commodities and a pr ior 

or trailers on shipments ^ 

or subsequent movement by ware d 
riers’ vehicles or trailers own / n the 

« a ^ r ,v Ca vi e rrfnl^ et B^ch ChesapeaW. 

Norfolk, Virginia Beacn, ^ Hamp . 
Newport News, Portsmouth, ana u . 
ton, Va., commercial zones. Now 
cant states that the ^ting »u* 

cannot be tacked with it? ne ces- 

thority. If a hearing is dee med ne * 
sary, applicant requests it be 
Norfolk or Richmond, Va. 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL 37, NO. 1 21—THURSDAY, JUNE 22, 1972 





NOTICES 


12369 


No. MC 136236 (Sub-No. 2), filed 
April 24. 1972. Applicant: GATEWAY 
PACKERS LIMITED, a corporation, 225 
Isabel, Winnipeg, MB, Canada. Appli¬ 
cant's representative: Alan Foss, 502 
First National Bank Building, Fargo, 
N. Dak. 58102. Authority sought to op¬ 
erate as a common carrier, by motor ve¬ 
hicle. over irregular routes, transporting: 
(1) Paper, from Minneapolis, Minn., 
Tama, Iowa, Filer City, Mich., and 
points in Wisconsin to ports of entry on 
the international boundary line between 
the United States and Canada at or near 
Noyes, Minn.; and (2) sawdust, from 
points in Wisconsin, to ports of entry on 
the international boundary line between 
the United States and Canada at or 
near Noyes. Minn. Note: Applicant states 
that the requested authority cannot be 
tacked with its existing authority. If a 
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at Minneapolis, Minn., 
or Chicago, Ill. 


No. MC 136491 (Sub-No. 1), filed May 
22, 1972. Applicant: HARVEY ENOS 
OYLER, Post Office Box 466, Manhattan. 
MX 59741. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: Bulk 
JertilKer, from Belgrade, Mont., to Sher¬ 
idan and Buffalo, Wyo. Note: If a hear- 
>06 is deemed necessary, applicant re¬ 
quests it be held at Billings, Mont. 


No. MC 136512 (Sub-No. 1), filed 
26. 1972. Applicant: SAINT PAUL 
TERMINAL WAREHOUSE COMPANY. 

444 Lafayette Road. St. Paul. MN 
,, 01 .Applicant’s representative: Wil- 
p!!"i S w Rosen ’ 630 Osborn Building. St. 
mil' Minn. 55102. Authority sought to 
vahui 88 a comm on carrier, by motor 
over irre Sular routes, transport- 
nr,» , ra! commodities, except those 

<iv«^ Ual value ' Masses A and B explo- 
rv>m’ 10Use ioId goods as defined by the 
uwinlssion, commodities in bulk and 
requiring special equipment be- 
annif™* or weight, between all points 

, *5 Presently authorized to serve 

Cordova Siding. HL, Ames and Knox- 
n-Z't « a ' Alexandria. Chemolite, Fair- 
New V,^ utc iinso n, Lindstrom, Mankato, 
Minn n’ Minneapolis, and Pine City. 
S£t’ Cumberland and Prairie du Chien, 
bia Sprin gfleld, Nev., and Coliun- 
Bro«af°^ an i Weatherford. Okla., and 
<1. Tex. Restriction: Restricted 

both nla ® trans Po r tation of shipments 
SStaSy 0 **®* at and destined to 
Mmnteffo , storage facilities of the 
and (o? ta M |nlng & Manufacturing Co.: 
s liipmen*c a K a f nst the transportation of 
Cumberland, Wis.. on 
lite ' °. n °ther, Chemo- 

Co. plant«mf ta *®S nln ® * Man ufacturing 
and DoinfJ 1 ? a A Cottage Grove). Minn.. 

in the Minneapolis-St. Paul, 
Commissim^M CIal zone 85 defl ned by the 
be invoked c . ommon con trol may 

sary aDou^n. hearln g is deemed neces- 

St Pau| D Min^ t redUests 11 be held at 
. Mtnn., or Washington, D.C. 

Ma N y°'25 MC 19 72 65 i 5 , ( t s ub-No. 2). filed 
H ADUNr , 97 i; Applicant : LAKESIDE 
side ESt ^, IGGING - INC.. 3600 Lake- 
nue, Cleveland, OH 44114. Appli¬ 


cant’s representative: Georges. Maxwell, 
909 Leader Building, 526 East Superior 
Avenue, Cleveland, OH 44114. Authority 
sought to operate as a contract carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Petroleum lubricating oil 
in tank and/or containers, between 
Cleveland, Ohio, and Ecorse, Mich., un¬ 
der contract with Brooks Oil Co.. Division 
of D-A Lubricant Co., Inc. Note: If a 
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at Columbus. Ohio. 

No. MC 136678. filed May 4. 1972. Ap¬ 
plicant: ALABAMA-TENNESSEE EX¬ 
PRESS, INC., 1822 Parkway Towers, 
Nashville. Tenn. 37219. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: Walter Harwood (same ad¬ 
dress as applicant). Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over regular routes, transport¬ 
ing: General commodities (except those 
of unusual value, household goods as de¬ 
fined by the Commission, commodities in 
bulk, classes A and B explosives, and 
those requiring special equipment), (1) 
between Chattanooga, Tenn.. and Bir¬ 
mingham. Ala., over Interstate Highway 
59 and also over U.S. Highway 11, serving 
no intermediate points: (2) between 
Birmingham, Ala., and Leeds, Ala., over 
U.S. Highway 78, serving all intermedi¬ 
ate points on both routes; and (3) be¬ 
tween Birmingham and Pelham, Ala., 
over U.S. Highway 31 and also over In¬ 
terstate Highway 65, serving all inter¬ 
mediate points on both routes. Note: If 
a hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at Birmingham, Ala. 

No. MC 136733, filed May 9. 1972. Ap¬ 
plicant: WEISS TRANSPORTATION 
CO.. INC., 7580 Intervale Avenue, De¬ 
troit. Ml 48238. Applicant’s representa¬ 
tive: William B. Elmer, 23801 Gratiot 
Avenue, East Detroit, MI 48021. Author¬ 
ity sought to operate as a common car¬ 
ter, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: New furniture, from 
Detroit. Mich., to points in the Lower 
Peninsula of Michigan described as being 
located on and east of U.S. Highway 27 
from the Indiana-Michigan State line to 
St. Louis, Mich., and on and south of 
Michigan Highway 46 from St. Louis, 
Mich., to Port Huron, Mich. Note: If a 
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at Lansing, Mich. 

No. MC 136736, filed May 8, 1972. Ap¬ 
plicant: HAMPTON ROADS TRANS¬ 
FER CO., INC., Foot of Brooke Avenue, 
Norfolk, Va. 23510. Applicant’s represent¬ 
ative: Calvin F. Major, 200 West Grace 
Street. Richmond, VA 23220. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier . 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Containers, loaded or 
empty, between terminals and piers at 
Norfolk, Portsmouth, and Newport News, 
Va., on the one hand, and, on the other, 
railheads at Norfolk, Portsmouth, New¬ 
port News, and Chesapeake, Va.. and 
Naval Supply Center, General Service 
Administration, and Naval Amphibious 
Base, Norfolk, Va., and Ocean Naval Air 
Station, Virginia Beach, Va. Note: If a 
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at Washington. D.C., 
or Richmond. Va. 


No. MC 136738, filed May 26, 1972. Ap¬ 
plicant: DEAKAL CARTING CORP., 26 
Kevin Road. Com mack, NY 11725. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: John L. Alfano, 2 
West 45th Street. New York, NY 10036. 
Authority sought to operate as a contract 
carrier , by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: (1) Record jackets, 
including incidental printed material, 
from town of Babylon, including the in¬ 
corporated village of Babylon, N.Y., to 
points in the New York, N.Y., commercial 
zone as defined by the Commission; New 
Jersey; Philadelphia, Allentown, and 
Scranton, Pa.: Winchester. Va.; Rich¬ 
mond, Terre Haute, and Indianapolis, 
Ind.; and Jacksonville and Pinckneyville, 
HI.; and (2) paper and paper products 
used in the manufacture of record jack¬ 
ets a?id incidental printed material, from 
Jersey City, N.J., to shipper's facilities 
located in the town of Babylon, includ¬ 
ing the incorporated village of Babylon, 
N.Y., under contract with Shorewood 
Litho, Inc., and its subsidiaries. Note: 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, appli¬ 
cant requests it be held at New York. 
N.Y. 

No. MC 136742, filed May 25, 1972. Ap¬ 
plicant: E. O. MINCHEW, Post Office 
Box 524, Ore City, TX 75683. Applicant’s 
representative: Mike Cotten, Post Office 
Box 1148, Austin, TX 78767. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Pulpwood, from points in 
Upshur, Camp, Titus. Morris. Cass, Mar¬ 
ion, and Harrison Counties. Tex., to 
points in Little River County, Ark., and 
McCurtain County, Okla. Note: If a 
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at Dallas, Tex., or 
Shreveport, La. 

No. MC 136762, filed May 30. 1972. Ap¬ 
plicant: OSBORNE HIGHWAY EX¬ 
PRESS. a corporation, 127 University 
Avenue. Berkeley, CA 94710. Applicant’s 
representative: Eldon M. Johnson, 105 
Montgomery Street, Suite 1100, San 
Francisco, CA 94104. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Wood flberboard and wood particle 
board, with or without decorative fin¬ 
ishes. from Ukiah, Calif., to points in 
Nevada, Arizona, and California. Note: 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, appli¬ 
cant requests it be held at Ukiah, Calif., 
or Washington, D.C. 

No. MC 136765. filed May 30. 1972. Ap¬ 
plicant: NUTRAC CORPORATION, 919 
Market Street, Wilmington, DE 19801. 
Applicant’s representative: David G. 
MacDonald, 1000 16th Street, NW., 
Washington, DC 20036. Authority sought 
to operate as a contract carrier . by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: (1) Radioactive spent nuclear fuel, 
reactor control elements, and related re¬ 
actor core components, from points in 
the United States (excepting Hawaii but 
including Alaska) to Barnwell Nuclear 
Industrial Park in Barnwell County, S.C.; 
and (2) empty, shielded, radioactive ma¬ 
terial containers, from Barnwell Nuclear 
Industrial Park in Barnwell County, S.C., 
to points in the United States (excepting 
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Hawaii but including Alaska), under con¬ 
tract with Allied-Gulf Nuclear Services 
and NL Industries, Inc. Note: If a hear¬ 
ing is deemed necessary, applicant re¬ 
quests it be held at Washington, D.C. 

Motor Carrier of Passengers 

No MC 136764, filed May 26, 1972. Ap¬ 
plicant: A. J. BUS LINES, LTD., a corpo¬ 
ration, Box 578, Elliott Lake, ON, Canada. 
Applicant’s representative: Frank J. 
Kerwin, Jr., 900 Guardian Building, 
Detroit,’ MI 48226. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transpor¬ 
ting: Passengers and their baggage, in 
round trip, special and charter opera- 


NOTICES 

tions, between points on the interna¬ 
tional boundary line between the United 
States and Canada, and points in the 
United States (excepting Hawaii but in¬ 
cluding Alaska), restricted to movements 
beginning and ending at points in Can¬ 
ada. Note: If a hearing is deemed neces¬ 
sary, applicant requests it be held at 
Buffalo, N.Y., or Washington, D.C, 

Application in Which Handling With¬ 
out Oral Hearing has been Requested 

No. MC 95540 (Sub-No. 848), filed May 
25, 1972. Applicant: WATKINS MOTOR 
LINES. INC., 1120 West Griffith Road, 
Lakeland, FL 33801. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Paul E. Weaver (same address 


as applicant). Authority sought to oper¬ 
ate as a common carrier , by motor vehi¬ 
cle, over irregular routes, transporting: 
Articles distributed by meat packing¬ 
houses, as defined in appendix I, section 
C to the report in Descriptions in Motor 
Carrier Certificates, 61 M.C.C. 209 and 
766 (except commodities in bulk), from 
Madison, Wis., to points in Alabama, 
Florida, Georgia, and South Carolina. 
Note: Common control may be involved. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Robert L. Oswald, 

Secretary. 
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